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It has been amusing to see the 
Conservative Party changing tack on 
the issue of English democracy. From 
the early days when the Tories would 
not even hear of "English Votes on 
English Matters", we were treated just 
two weeks ago by the revelation from 
Conservative MP Mark Field that in his 
opinion the only sensible way forward 
was a Parliament for England. 


It was a revelation to read Mark Field 
state: 

"With a federal UK parliament and four 
elected national parliaments we would 
maintain the Monarchy, strengthen the 
Union, resolve the questions raised by an 
unreformed House of Lords, and give 
independent and equal parliaments to 
England, Scotland, Wales and Northern 
Ireland. 

There would be no extra MPs, no extra 
costly buildings or staff and our 
democracy would be strengthened not 
weakened as a result" 


Many times in interviews and in written 
spats English Democrats have been 
accused of wanting more bureaucracy, 
more cost and more confusion, when 
even the Tories knew those objections 
were twaddle! Here we can see that 
even the Tories are now realising that 
actually our position is not only practical 
and sensible it is right. We have also 
said that failing to sort out the English 
Question is more likely to destroy the 
Union. Doing nothing is no longer an 
option, creating another unfairness by 
denying England her right could herald a 
revolution! 
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Despite the Tory reluctance to take the 
plunge back into democracy, they can be 
sure the massed ranks of the EDP and 
the English will continue to press for this 
option — a Parliament for England, 
because no other option will have 
credibility or workability. We now wait for 
the pronouncements of the Tory 
Constitutional Task Force, who we hope, 
will eschew Malcolm Rifkind’s ridiculous 
fudge of an English Grand Committee. 


If the Tories think they can rest on this 
fudge they could well find themselves 
wrong footed. The Liberal Democrats 
have produced a paper entitled "For the 
People by the People" where even they 
have recognised the whole Constitution is 
in severe danger of falling into 
dysfunctionality and public contempt. 

It is also rumoured the LibDems now 
recommend a fully federal UK! The Tories 
are losing the initiative. 


Needless to say Labour have created the 
problems and have no idea how to 
resolve them, so nothing of interest is 
likely to come from that quarter. 


The English Democrats have spent 2007 
active on Constitutional matters. Meeting 
with the SNP in Holyrood, taking part in 
the Anniversary event in Scotland in 
January, invited (briefly) to say a few 
words on BBC Newsnight. 

The staging of the May 1st Rally in 
Westminster and our invitation to Angus 
McNeill (SNP) to attend the Party’s 
Conference in September have helped 
to strengthen the political links between 
England and Scotland, even if the main 


The building in Edinburgh where the ; = rps 
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three parties in Scotland/England have 
been at eachother’'s throats. 


The English Democrats will continue 
through the English Constitutional 
Convention to encourage a broad 








ranging dialogue on the future of England, 
and the ECC will plan a series of debates 
in 2008 urging the three parties to invite 
the Public to be a part of this much need- 
ed "national conversation". 


English Democrats will take a positive 
stance in defusing animosity between 
Scotland and England and encouraging a 
responsible and calm approach to the 
differences which are fuelling English 
dissatisfaction, and will seek to continue 
our Lobbying of Government and 
opposition parties to ensure English 
people are not unfairly treated within the 
Union. It is now incumbent upon those 
people in power to demonstrate the value 
of the Union to the people of England, for 
if it continues to symbolise unfairness, 
anti English discrimination and offends 
against democracy, then the future of the 
current arrangement is doubtful. We will 
do our utmost to provide a professional 
external lever to the three parties, who 
are reluctant to change anything. Change 
is vital if our country is to prosper and we 
will keep up the pressure until England 
has her Parliament. 


Christine Constable in the room where 
the 1707 Act of Union Treaty was signed. 
Now, curiously converted to a toilet. 
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The West Lothian Question is the 
question that no one in Government 
wants to even hear about, much 
less actually answer. Gordon Brown 
ignores it and hopes it will go away 
- Well it won’t! The WLQ will run and 
run until someone, anyone in 
government actually starts to act in 
a statesmanlike way and tries to 
address England’s democratic 
deficit . 


The excerpts detailed here are but 
the tip of an angry iceberg...... 


lain McWhirter in the Guardian 19th 
May 2007 was quoted as saying: 


“Brown cannot accept English votes for 
English laws without effectively losing politt- 
cal control of England. He is highly sensitive 
to criticism that his nationality makes him 
unsutted to hold the highest office in the UK 
and he is furtous at the humiliation of losing 
Scotland to the SNP. If Brown cannot win in 
his own homeland, it ts being said by his 
critics, how can he hope to win Middle 
England?” 


Sunday Herald Leader 6th November 
comments: 


"Former Labour ministers could only look on 
uncomfortably as Murdoch and the first min- 
ister posed for the cameras, having apparent- 
ly hit it off extremely well, although it was 
not the first time they met. 


With Murdoch's reputation for backing 
winners part of his longstanding newspaper 
strategy, sources close to the News 
Corporation boss say that he ts considering a 
shift of allegiance in Scotland." 


George Galloway in the Scottish Daily 
Record October 29th 


"THE grossly irresponsible actions of Scottish 
Labour MPs in ramming through student 
tuition fees and foundation hospitals for 
England, while no such things affect their 
own constituents, have now endangered the 
very existence of a United Kingdom." 





Leader in Yorkshire Post 6th November 
comments: 


"The principal threat to the Union is not 
posed by the Scottish Nationalists holding 
power at Holyrood. It remains unlikely that 
Scottish voters would choose independence in 
a referendum. It ts a surge of English 
nationalism fuelled by perceptions that 
England ts suffering a raw deal which has 
the potential to cause real damage." 


Letter to Daily Telegraph by Gerald 
Morgan, Patron English Constitutional 
Convention: 


Sir, The disappointing editorial on the West 
Lothian Question in today's 'Datly Telegraph' 
shows exactly why the Union ts today under 
increasing threat. The West Lothian Question 
zs not a difficult question, but it requires for 
its solution a belief in democracy and in 
equality between the four ancient nations 
composing the Union. There is no evidence of 
such a belief in any of the three major 
British political parties. Hence the crisis,so 
ably exploited by Mr Salmond in a game 
that seems reserved for Scottish 

players. The danger to ‘national unity' of 
‘different categories of MPs' ts a small thing 
in comparison to the danger created by 
different categories of citizens. 


The English will not tolerate and will not 
lightly forgive those who have reduced them 
to a second-class status in thetr own country. 
The English have made their desire for an 
English Parliament sufficiently clear in a 
series of opinion polls. The will of the people 
is routinely treated with contempt by Scottish 
ministers at Westminster, Old Etonians, 
Conservatives, Liberal Democrats (even 
when well educated at Westminster ) and 
leader writers for 'The Daily Telegraph' 
(some, no doubt, Old Etonians themselves). 
Do not be surprised tf the people of England 
turn on you with contempt. Now, in England 
in 2007, we are in the dying days of the 
ancient regime as was France in 1789. But I 
hope that our English revolution (one person, 
one vote) will be a democratic revolution. I 
hope that we shall not be thwarted by the 
British tendency to gerrymander elections (as 
recently in Scotland, and as earlier in 
Ireland). 





by Bryan Smalley 


The current situation regarding mail 
delivery is entirely a result of our 
membership of the EU. The EU is 
obsessed with allowing competition 
throughout its territory even where the 
case for a monopoly is strong and 
where services are recognised as a 
benefit to the public. The delivery of 
Mail in this country falls into this 
category. In the past the Government 
has met an important social need by 
ensuring that the Royal Mail delivers 
the post at the same price throughout 
the length and breadth of the country. 


The process of privatising our postal 
services began with the Amsterdam 
Treaty of 1997. Articles 87, 88, 89 lay out 
the rules regarding monopoly 
organisations. As a result these articles 
oblige our Government to seek the 
permission of the EU Commission to give 
state aid to the Royal Mail and the Post 
Office. Detailed rules regarding our postal 
services were laid down with the 
publication on 16th December 1997 of an 
EU press dossier entitled ‘Notice from 
the Commission on the application of the 
competition rules to the postal sector and 
on the assessment of certain state 
measures relating to postal services’ 


Mail Delivery 


The first EU Directive 97/96/EC 
‘Privatisation of Postal Services’ 
established a universal postal service 
within the EU. The (U.K.’s) Postal 
Services Regulations 1999, brought this 
Directive into British law. The Regulations 
were laid before Parliament on the 27th 
July 1999 and came into force on the 1st 
September 1999. 


The overall objective was tortuously 
described by the Government as 
‘liberalisation in order to open up the 
sector to competition in a gradual and 
controlled way, within a regulatory 
framework which assures a universal 
service. The improvement of the quality of 
service, in particular in terms of delivery 
time and affordable tariffs, are 
fundamental aspects of this policy’. 


The Regulations established a universal 
service provider (USP) within the UK. This 
is the Royal Mail. USPs throughout the 
EU were initially given a monopoly over 
mail weighing less than 350 grams. Mail 
weighing over 350 grams could be 
provided by other organisations, known 
as the unreserved sector. 


creates crisis at the 


POST OFFICE 





The second Postal Services Directive 
(2002/E39/EC) was required to be 
implemented in all member states by no 
later than the 1st January 2003, and had 
the effect of reducing the monopoly of 
USPs to 50 grams from 1st January 2006 
and to eliminate them entirely in 2009. It 
came into force in the UK as ‘Statutory 
Instrument 2002 - No. 3050 - The Postal 
Services (EC Directive) Regulations 2002’ 
on 1st January 2003 although most 
other member states have failed to 
implement it. 


The main disadvantage of this 
arrangement is that the ‘unreserved 
sector’ can deliver the profitable mail 
whilst the Royal Mail is obliged to deliver 
the unprofitable mail. About half of the 
profitable mail throughout the EU is taken 
in hand by the Dutch TNT and Deutsche 
Post, but there is a peculiar arrangement 
where, if an organisation within the 
‘unreserved sector’ doesnt wish to deliver 
a package, it can pass it on to the Royal 
Mail at a lower amount than it costs the 
Royal Mail to deliver. This is known as the 
‘access price’ which is 13p per item. In 
the first half of 2006/07 the Royal Mail's 
operating profits fell by 86% to just £22 
million. 


The European Committee for 
Standardisation is the organisation which 
monitors to ensure that member states 
comply with the regulations. 


Post Offices 


In a similar way that mail is delivered at 
the same price to all parts of the country, 





in the past, the Government has 
subsidised rural Post Offices so that 
everyone has easy access. But the 
Amsterdam Treaty also forbids the 
Government to subsidise rural post 
offices. However, after lengthy 
negotiations in 2003 we were allowed to 
give a subsidy to a maximum of £150 
million for three years. Then, after our 
Government agreed to axe 2,500 sub 
post offices, the Competition 
Commissioner agreed to allow the 
subsidy to run from April 2006 to March 
2008. 


Post Offices selected for closure are 
being informed at the present time, but 
the process gives all the appearance of 
living in a police state. 


On 3rd August this year the Daily 
Telegraph reported that a letter from Sue 
Huggins, the director responsible for the 
so-called Network Change Programme, to 
owners of sub-post offices, had been 
leaked to the Conservative Party. It was 
accompanied by a two-page crib-sheet 
spelling out the "key messages" that 
sub-postmasters must deliver if people 
asked about the closures. It revealed that 
undercover staff will be sent around the 
country to check that postmasters are 
using the official "lines to take" when 
customers ask about the Government's 
plans to close 2,500 post offices. Miss 
Huggins made clear that postmasters 
whose offices are selected for closure 
could lose compensation packages - 
which are worth up to £60,000 - if they did 
not co-operate. The letter said that: 
"During the Programme, undercover staff 


of the Post Office Limited will visit 
branches at random, on an anonymous 
basis, in order to ensure these 'key 
messages’ are being delivered to the 
public "in an accurate and professional 
manner. Subject to state aid clearance, 
any compensation package offered to you 
if your branch is selected for closure shall 
be subject to you having complied, and 
continuing to comply, with this obligation 
up to the date of closure." However, she 
said that they appreciated "that customers 
may ask questions that you might find 
difficult to answer. With this in mind, 
please find enclosed a 'key mes- 
sages/FAQ' [frequently asked 

questions] document for you to use when 
answering questions from customers." 


The Telegraph reported that the two-page 
document spelling out the officially 
approved script offers answers to about a 
dozen questions. Three approved 
responses follow: 

For instance, if a customer asks why post 
offices are closing, the answer is: falling 
customer numbers; a change in customer 
behaviour, with more people using the 
internet and telephone; and 
"unsustainable" financial losses. 

lf asked how post offices are selected for 
closure, the official "line to take" tells 
sub-postmasters to mention six factors, 
including the availability of public 
transport and a post office's financial 
performance. 

If customers ask if they can express their 
views on closures, postmasters are told to 
explain that there was a 12-week public 
consultation earlier this year. 


This attempt to keep details of the closure 
programme "confidential" caused such 
concern that the Post Office then said: 
"We are sending sub-postmasters 
clarification and an apology for the 
unintended impression given by the 
letter." 


But the most scandalous point about this 
saga is that its origins, the European 
Union, have been hidden from the British 
public. Diktats from Brussels have been 
the cause of decline in many aspects of 
our daily lives. How the politicians have 
kept the facts from us until we have lost 
the power to govern ourselves is one of 
the most shameful episodes in our 
history. 


Bryan Smalley served in the Royal Navy, 
Submarine Service from 1947 to 1970. After 
retirement he served 15 years as a 
Conservative District Councillor then 12 years 
as a County Councillor. He was expelled from 
the Conservative Group on the County Council 
during his last period of office because of his 
belief that the EU is deliberately destroying 
Britain as a nation state. He now belongs to no 
political party and spends his time researching, 
writing and speaking on EU matters. ' 
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BY GEORGE, 
It?s English Whisky! 


by Christine Constable 





There I was, trundling along the A11 in Norfolk to be presented with a 
massive roadside sign proclaiming the opening of St. George’s Whisky 
Distillery just North of Thetford in Norfolk. After passing it a few times on my 
travels, curious, | contacted the Distillery and arranged to meet the 
Managing Director Andrew Nelstrop who took me round the new plant. 


Being greeted by a large crisp Flag of St George Fluttering from outside the 
building, with an equally flattering flag of the Distillery’s emblem St. George and the 
Dragon, | felt immediately to be on home turf! Two friendly black labrador dogs 
came out to greet me and | made my way into the purpose built brand new 
Distillery with trepidation. 


Andrew told me that it was his father James Nelstrop who had the dream to create 
English Whisky, and the building of this place was a dream finally fulfilled. | asked 
Andrew how easy it was to get a licence for such a distillery, not daring to imagine 
the bureaucratic problems with Customs and Excise let alone the Council, as it was 
built on virgin farmland. Much to my surprise Andrew told me that in around 3 
months the plans were approved and permission granted and the building then 
began, opening this August. 


The Distillery equipment was manufactured in Scotland, who hold dominance in 
this field (as one would imagine) and Andrew explained that the tall copper stills 
were "hand made" requiring the craftsman to climb inside and bang away with a 
hammer for hours to achieve the burnished indentations that typify a traditional 
whisky Still. 


"Whisky" — the name comes from the ancient name for spirits "water of life" and 
grain distilling goes back as far as 800bc — so Scotland doesn’t have a monopoly 
on this particular tipple! It was really early European Settlers to America who 
introduced the distillation process, but not until the end of the 17th Century that true 
"whiskey" production started. The first name for Whisky was called "Bourbon". By 
the 19th Century whiskey production was on the increase and spreading. 
Distilleries were being built in Wales, England, India and even Australia. Sadly, by 
the end of the 19th Century production in England came to an end. Andrew told me 
that the English Whisky Company are very proud to be putting England back on the 
whisky map in the 21st Century. The development of the St. George’s Distillery 
could be the first of many? Let’s drink to that! 


Tours and visits to England’s first Whisky Distillery are welcome, open 7 days a 
week 10.00 am to 5.30am with tours of the Distillery hourly from 10-4pm. Gift Shop 
and cafeteria are available and it is situated off the A11 past Thetford towards 
Norwich follow the signs off the mainroad. Some Whisky products are available but 
much of the home produced product is currently maturing for a minimum of 3 
years! Find out more about this new gem at: www.englishwhisky.co.uk 


Directions: Harling Road, Roundham, Norfolk NR116 2QW. Tel: 01953 717939 


DOWN THE HATCH! 


The St George’s distillery 
at Thetford, Norfolk 








by Michael Knowles 


Englishness Is what the people of 
England are, what over many centuries 
up to the present day they have done 
and created in their cultural, civic, 
economic and political life. It is the 
way of life of the people of England. 
Englishness therefore is fluid and 
varied both over time and at any one 
period including the present. 


With a family it is kith and kin that bestow 
identity. With Englishness it is living in, 
contributing to and participating in 
whatever goes on in England. The best 
practical definition of what it means to be 
English is that which sport organisations 
use: a specific territory, and if you have 
been born there, or have lived there for a 
specific amount of time, you qualify as 
English. Englishness is not a matter of 
race. Englishness is rather the collective 
of both a common and the disparate 
cultures of the people who live in 
England. It is a creation of past and 
present, the former impinging and 
influencing the latter at every turn. There 
is nothing mystical about it. It is simply 
the way the people of England are. 


There is a struggle going on over 
Englishness. England is what politically, 
culturally and economically matters most 
in this island. It is 60% of the landmass, 
85% of the population, it produces 90% of 
the UK GDP. England is the wealthiest, 
agriculturally most fertile, and 
economically and culturally the most 
productive part of the island of Britain. 
England has always mattered far in 
excess of Scotland and Wales by reason 
of its size, its wealth, its power, its 
language, its immense contribution to 
science, arts, culture, literature, its 
language, parliamentary democracy, 

6 


representative 
democracy, trade 
unionism, the Common Law, the jury 
system, party politics, capitalism, 
supremacy of parliament over autocracy, 
a Culture in which sport and leisure are 
uniquely important. England is the 
powerhouse of the UK. England is what 
matters and control of England therefore 
is what matters. 


Therein lies the struggle over 
Englishness. There are powerful UK 
elements which consider Englishness to 
be a grave threat both to the existence of 
the Union. Scottishness and Welshness, 
on the other hand, were not considered a 
threat to the Union when Scotland and 
Wales in 1998 were given their own 
governments. Indeed, the establishment 
of a Scottish Parliament and a Welsh 
Assembly was presented as a way of 
solidifying the Union against Scottish and 
Welsh nationalism. 


Scottish unionist MPs like Gordon Brown 
and Donald Dewer made a lot of that 
argument for devolution. In sharp contrast 
Englishness has been denied, and is 
being emphatically denied, any political 
expression and has not been given 
self-rule as Scottishness and Welshness 
have been with their own parliament and 
assembly. There is no ‘English Claim of 
Right’ on the lines of the Scottish Claim of 
Right framed and signed with ardent 
intent and deliberation by Gordon Brown 
and his Scottish colleagues in the 
Scottish Constitutional Convention of 
1989. What Brown and co signed was 
this: ‘As a Member of Parliament elected 
by a Scottish Constituency, | hereby 
acknowledge the sovereign right of the 
Scottish people to determine the form of 





Government best suited to their 
needs, and do hereby declare 
and pledge that in all my actions and 
deliberations their interests shall be 
paramount.’ 


That declaration and pledge needs to be 
read out loud in the hearing of every 
British citizen. Gordon Brown, Prime 
Minister of UK and self-declared Grand 
Master for the Promotion of Britishness, 
pledged that in all his actions and 
deliberations the interests of the Scottish 
people would be paramount. 


Little wonder, then, that in his 10 years of 
being Chancellor of the Exchequer he 
handed over £60 billion more public 
money to Scotland than to England. 
Every year since 1997 Scotland has 
received an extra £5.7 billion to share 
among a population a tenth the size of 
England’s. £281 is paid by every English 
taxpayer to keep Scotland, which fiscally 
to the extent of some £11 billion per 
annum does not pay its way, in the style, 
the growingly enviable style, to which 
Scotland has become accustomed. No 
university tuition fees, free installation of 
central heating, free bus travel 
countrywide and free personal care in 
nursing homes for pensioners, no 
requirement for them to sell their houses, 
the most uptodate heart, cancer and 
anti-Alzeimer drugs available, its own 
parliament, self-rule in at least 75% of 
government while retaining total right to 
legislate for England and be ministers for 
English matters. 


If this was being done to Scotland by a 
Union government headed and dominated 
by English ministers, there'd be writs 
alleging racism in every court in the land. 











The fact is, the 
benefits of devolution achieved by 
Scotland and Wales are granted on the 
basis of nationality — and denied on the 
basis of nationality. An English person 
cannot get free prescriptions but his or 
her neighbour a yard over the border in 
Wales can. An English student on the 
English side of the River Tweed has to 
pay university fees and looks to leaving 
university with debts up to £30,000. The 
Scottish student on the other side, even 
one whose family could own thousands of 
acres in the Lowlands, doesn't have to 


pay a penny. 


Under devolution these things aren't 
decided on the basis of need but on the 
basis of nationality. Reverse the whole 
thing in favour of England and there 
would be total uproar. And every anti- 
racist organisation in the UK would be 
pitching in. But because it is the people of 
England who are on the receiving end of 
all this discrimination, no organisation or 
commission shows the slightest interest. 
There is a struggle over Englishness. The 
opposition to Englishness finding political 
expression in anything like the way 
Scottishness and Welshness have been 
given political recognition and expression 
is widespread among the UK 
Establishment. 


The three main political parties 
emphatically all oppose an English 
Parliament. Labour because it needs the 
votes of Scottish and Welsh MPs, thinks 
an English Parliament will be Tory 
dominated, and because influential 
elements within it harbour an ingrained 
hostility towards England, The Tories 
because they think an EP will mean the 
termination of the Union and they still 
harbour futile illusions about having a 
future in Scotland. The LDs because they 
were led by unionist Scots such as 
Menzies Campbell who have not yet been 
able to adjust mentally to the broader 
requirements of the 1998 devolution 
legislation. The LD younger English MPs, 
who are the Party’s future, have still to 
make their mark. And of course, for all 


Scottish MPs the present situation in 
which their responsibilities for their 
Scottish constituencies have been 
transferred to MSPs while they still draw 
the same full pay as an English MP and 
still can be ministers for England is the 
best of all possible worlds. 


The BBC does not want an English 
Parliament either. There is a BBC 
Scotland and a BBC Wales. There is a 
BBC Asian Network. but no BBC England. 
For the BBC, England is just a 
conglomeration of ‘regions’, its distinct 
identity as a nation not recognised. 


An ideology is defined as ‘any wide- 
ranging system of beliefs, ways of thought 
and categories that provide the foundation 
of programmes of political and social 
action.’ (The Oxford Dictionary of 
Philosophy 1994). In Brown’s case 
Scottishness is the ideology that is 
foremost in his system of beliefs and 
thought, as his signature to the Scottish 
Claim of Right exposes; and Scottishness 
is the foundation of a disproportionately 
large element of his programme of 
political and social action, as | have 
outlined. 


Mr Brown is concerned not just to achieve 
every possible political, constitutional, 
cultural and financial benefit for Scotland. 
There is a further element, as he 
displayed in his outline of his government 
legislative programme to the Union 
Parliament. It is to refuse any and every 
political and constitutional policy measure 
which would give England recognition as 
a distinct nation, whether it is English 
Votes on English Matters or an English 
Parliament. He consistently speaks of 
Britain being composed of ‘nations and 
regions’, Scotland and Wales being the 
nations, not England, and English regions 
being the regions. 


However, there is another UK ideology 
finding its voice, something quite different. 
The masters might be opposed, but the 
masses are stirring. England is stirring. 
The people of England are finding their 
voice, feelings and emotions are now 
running like rivers, not underground any 
longer but full flood in the open. And they 
cannot be suppressed any longer. The 
Mori Ipsos poll July 2006 found support 
for an English Parliament at 41%, the ICM 
poll November 2006 found it to be 68%, 
the BBC poll on January 16th this year 
found it at 61%, and in the ICM poll in 
April it was 67%. The flags, the display 
everywhere of the ancient English flag, 
the t-shirts, the painted faces, the painted 
hair, flags in cars, in vans, on lorries, in 
gardens and in windows. The flag of 
England was nowhere ten years ago. 
Now it is everywhere. 


Englishness is a collective, the 
amalgamation, of both a common culture 
and of other disparate, often opposing, 
cultures of the people who live in 
England. Yet, throughout it all people 
have always somehow been able to 
achieve a unity and an identity, something 
needed now more than ever before. A 
sense of oneness, a sense of unity, a 
feeling of a common identity no matter 
what the differences might be in culture, 
skin colour, religion and politics is the 
most important constituent in well-being a 
people can achieve. It denies no one 
anything but it gives everyone something 
very precious. So once again, as 
throughout its long history, England is an 
arena of struggle between ideologies 
There is the ideology represented by the 
UK Establishment, embodied in Gordon 
Brown, which has reorganised the UK in a 
new constitution, one in which Scotland 
and Wales have political and 
constitutional recognition and immense 
advantages, while England receives no 
such recognition and its people is denied 
those advantages but is dealt with as if it 
is the United Kingdom while in reality it is 
not but is in fact a part of the United 
Kingdom. 


And there is the other ideology 
represented by such organisation as the 
Campaign for an English Parliament and 
political parties as the English Democrats, 
which demands that no constituent nation 
of the UK should receive different ie. 
preferential, treatment from the UK 
government such as Scotland receives, 
but that each constituent nation should 
stand in exactly the same relationship to 
the Union government and to each other, 
and each receive the same benefits of 
that relationship. 


This is not just some high constitutional 
theory or ivory tower politics. This is about 
justice in the most practical sense. This is 
about prescription charges and university 
fees, about students leaving university 
laden with £20,000 to £30,000 burdens of 
debts, about ill old people having to sell 
their houses to pay for personal care, and 
about cancer drugs not being made 
available to the suffering. It is about the 
right of England, a constituent people of 
the Union, to have the same degree of 
self-rule within it as its fellow nations. 


Englishness is now about justice. 


Michael Knowles is a member of the 
National Council of the Campaign for 
an English Parliament. 

The text is reproduced from a 
Paper given by Mr Knowles to ™ 
the Panel 2 on ‘Englishness’ 
of the conference on 

UK Ideologies Politics 
Department, University of 
Liverpool, July 5th 2007. 
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Jack Straw writing in Prospect 
Magazine in October 2007 rubbished 
the Tory idea of English Votes on 
English Matters as being little more 
than "narrow English nationalism". 
Christine Constable Vice Chairman of 
the English Democrats had an 
opportunity to put the record straight. 


Jack Straw’s attack on the Conservatives 
(Prospect October 2007) in calling 
"English Votes on English Laws" (EVEL) 
little more than "narrow English 
nationalism" is an absurd comment from a 
serving minister and demonstrates 
Straw’s willingness to adopt the tactics of 
the playground bully, by replacing 
intellectual debate with name calling. 


Ensuring that only the Scots voted on 
Scottish matters and only the Welsh on 
Welsh matters was at the heart of 
Labour's partial devolution settlement. 
This was meant to salve years of rancour, 
that neither Scotland or Wales felt they 
had democratic control over their own 
affairs. At that time Labour politicans 
were adamant that it was not a matter of 
"narrow nationalism" it was and is, an 
essential requirement of a functioning 
democracy - and Jack Straw knows this. 


England, in contrast, is in democratic melt 
down. For England to find herself with a 
First Minister whom no one in England 
has elected; 50 million people without 
their own Political Executive or 
Parliament; and to be on the verge of 
being broken into 9 European Regions 
(without a public debate or a national 
referendum, as given to Wales and 
Scotland) not only runs against our basic 
democratic rights, but is an affront to 


democracy and the legitimacy of our 
political system. It also contravenes 
Human Rights Declarations, to which the 
United Kingdom is a signatory. 


Jack Straw and Gordon Brown would do 
well to stop lecturing the likes of Burma 
and Zimbabwe about the virtues of 
"democratic" government and should start 
practicing democracy in their own 
backyard! Our current state of 
asymmetrical devolution and minority run 
government, would indeed embarrass 
many a dysfunctional banana republic! 


In a post devolutionary British State, it is 
an absurd Tyranny to have MPs 
managing English departments who are 
not elected by the people of England e.g. 
Douglas Alexander (elected by the people 
of Scotland) has total control over English 
Transport, yet has no power on transport 
issues in Scotland. 


The same is true of unelected Lords who 
are appointed to Ministerial Departments, 
such as Lord Adonis now in charge of 
Children, Schools and Families, no one in 
England voted for him either, yet, as a 
Labour crony, he is now managing the 
future of English children! The Labour 
party had 21.5% of the popular vote — 

no way do they have a real majority 
mandate to govern, except through the 
skewed arithmetic of our gerrymandered 
electoral system. 


Jack Straw, has, on numerous occasions, 
vented his spite against the English, 
indeed it was Straw himself that accused 
the English of being potentially "very 
aggressive", a surprisingly racist tone for 
someone who ‘recrafted’ his name 


reputedly in honour of the leader of the 
1381 Peasants Revolt! 


One suspects that Straw was confusing 
Englishness with Britishness when he 
made that comment, because in terms of 
aggressiveness, it is the "British" 
government under his foreign policy 
stewardship that has been responsible for 
so many military adventures, so much 
loss of life and so much international 
condemnation. 


It is churlish in the extreme to project 
aggressive behaviour onto the English, 
when it is the British government that has 
such a track record of international 
aggression. 


The "bogus Britishness" of Brown and 
Straw fools no one. It is really being used 
to cover up the indefensible situation 
England now finds herself in. England, 
without a Political Executive of her own, 
without an elected First Minister and the 
only nation in Western Europe without a 
Parliament to call her own, is a damning 
indictment of the complete disregard both 
Brown and Straw have for democracy. 
The current democratic deficit is an 
embarrassment to our democratic 
heritage and a betrayal of the people of 


England. 


Simon Lee in his excellent book "Best for 
Britain?" comments:"the legacy of the 
"British Way" is to have denied the 
citizens of England the liberty for all, 
responsibility from all and fairness to all 


that Brown has identified as the defining 
characteristic of Britishness. The 
historical and literary example Brown has 
used to substantiate it actually points 
towards the possibility of an alternative 
"English Way", based on an inclusive civic 
identity and a devolved and more plural 
approach to politics, policy design and 
resource allocation." 


It is the emergence of an "English Way" 
that so terrifies Scottish Labour. 
Incidentally, it is not widely known that 
Gordon Brown (and Menzies Campbell) 
are both signatories to the "Scottish Claim 
of Right", which stipulates: that in all their 
actions and deliberations the interests of 
the people of Scotland "will be 
paramount". 


The English are beginning to understand 
in whose interest "Britishness" is being 
crafted. Straw doth protest too much. 
Straw and Labour are on the back foot, 
their denial of English rights is 
indefensible. A phoney Britishness won't 
stop the emerging English National 
consciousness and if he truly wants to 
preserve the Union (rather than break it) 
then England must have her own 
Parliament within a truly Federal UK. 


Christine Constable BSc MBA 

Vice Chairman English Democrats 
www.englishdemocrats.co.uk 

Director, English Constitutional Convention 
www.englishconstitutionalconvention.com 


See the heavily edited version of this 

article at: 

http:/www.prospect-magazine.co.uk/ 
article_details.php?search_term=jack+straw&id 





StevieGee 


J ack Straw - delegated You-Kay 

J ockey-in-Chief by Gordon Brown, 
mounts the thorougbred that is the 
United Kingdom Constitution. 


The 
YVaisxeneyaats 
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“The English have used their 
propensity to violence to 
subjugate Ireland, Wales and 
Scotland" 


“The English are potentially 
very aggressive, very 
violent and will increasingly 
articulate their Englishness 
following devolution." 


"T think what you have within 
the UK ts three small nations 
who've been over the 
centuries under the cosh of 
the English." 





“T should be delighted to 
hold a debate on perceived 
threats to the union, one of 
which is the unacceptable 
proposal for an English 
parliament.” 


“The United Kingdom - 
Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland - is a union which 
works to the equal benefit of 
all four nations of the union.” 



















Both Labour and Tory administrations 
have never really treated the armed 
forces with anywhere near the respect 
the country owes them for their 
astonishing acts of selflessness and 
bravery. The average Joe would 
struggle to comprehend the privations 
our brave military face day in and day 
out in the service of their country. 
Rough conditions in lraq and 
Afghanistan, unbearable heat and in 
hostile territory, makes their efforts in 
these far flung places all the more 
remarkable — certainly it takes a very 
special person to volunteer to be part 
of our armed forces. 


It was fitting that the Queen opened a 
new stunning national memorial in 
memory of the 15,622 soldiers killed since 
the end of the second world war. 

Perhaps symptomatic of the political 
lethargy regarding our armed services, 
this "national" memorial was funded 
purely from "private" donations at a cost 
of £6 million pounds. Inscribed on the 


memorial are the names of the 15,622 
and the words: 

"We Will Remember Them: Today, 
Tomorrow, Forever" 


The Ceremony was held at the National 

Arboretum near Lichfield in Staffordshire 
and relatives of the fallen made up many 
of the 2,500 guests. 


Among the guests at the dedication 
service was Tracey Wilson, whose 
husband Danny, 28, was killed by a 
sniper in Iraq serving with the 2nd 
Battalion, The Duke of Lancaster’s 
Regiment, Tracey said " The memorial is 
brilliant it gives us somewhere to go". 


The head of the British Army Sir Richard 
Dannatt complained earlier last month 
that he was increasingly concerned about 
the "growing gulf between the army and 
the nation". He felt that soldiers were 
sometimes greeted with indifference on 
returning from service. He also 
expressed concern for the poor support 


OBSERVATIONS FROM THE FRONT... 


“Those lads in Basra, they never stop. The pilots, the medics, the guys who 
service and repair the Army choppers because the engines and blades are 
wearing out so quickly. The choppers never stop picking up the wounded and 
oa) taking them to the field hospital or e-vacking them to the the airport for 
a transportation home. 





There is no doubt at all, the politicians are keeping the numbers quiet. If the 


British public knew just how many are being injured in Iraq - and Afghanistan 
for that matter. there’d be bloody hell to pay” 


British squaddie, Basra, lrag, July 2007. 


cians 


orget..... 


available to soldiers on their return, 
commenting " we still have a nation, at 
times, seems immune to homeless and 
psychologically-damaged soldiers". 


In the English Democrats we believe we 
can do something positive about this 
pitiful state of affairs. We have within our 
membership many ex forces members, 
whose patriotism and love of country has 
made the English Democrats the growing 
force it is. It grieves us to see our armed 
forces suffering or being neglected in any 
way. 


We want policy towards the Armed Forces 
to be higher up the agenda then it 
currently is and we want all of our forces 
to feel that they are appreciated, listened 
to and supported. There are many 
injustices yet to be addressed, in terms of 
compensation, help, retraining, 
companionship, aftercare and more 
effective Policy Making for the MOD. 


In 2008 (at the same time the Centre for 
English Policy Studies is launched) the 
englishforcesforum.com will also become 
live. This new Forum will be a meeting 
place for English members of the Air 
Force/Navy/Army/Police and Firebrigade. 
A new Forum to debate policy, highlight 
injustice, make new friends and link with 
others who have been involved with the 
forces as well as to the wider English 
Community. Only by the nation engaging 
directly with the forces can we understand 
the issues and channel the right policies 
to deal with the evident need expressed 
by our military. The next issue of the 
English Voice will feature greater detail, 
but things have got to change, it is 
unacceptable that brave men and women 
continue to be ignored by politicians. The 
English themselves have to take action, 
as with many things the politicians at 
Westminster are just on another 
wavelength and are not listening. 


By kind permission of the Royal British 
Legion and in this month of 
Rememberance, we are proud to publish 





the demand to "Keep the Covenant" A 
salutory reminder to the government that 
it owes a debt of gratitude and has a 
moral obligation on behalf of the nation to 
meet the needs of our soldiers. Which 
also includes providing decent homes and 
social facilities for their families. It is ironic 
indeed that the Labour government 





The Soldier 
by Rupert Brooke 


If I should die, think only this of me: 
That there’s some corner of a foreign field 
That is forever England. 

There shall be in that rich earth a richer 
dust concealed; 

A dust whom England bore, shaped, 
made aware, 

Gave, once, her flowers to love, her ways 
to roam, 

A body of England's, breathing English 
alr, 

Washed by the rivers, blest by the suns of 
home. 


And think, this heart, all evil shed away, 
A pulse in the eternal mind, no less 
Gives somewhere back the thoughts by 
England given; 

Her sights and sounds; dreams happy as 
her day; 

And laughter, learnt of friends; and 
gentleness, 

In hearts at peace, under an English 
heaven. 


having entered into so many military 
conflicts has so little regard for those who 
have made the ultimate sacrifice. 


If there are party members who would 
like to offer to moderate the new 
English Forces Forum and would like 
to help with the forum design and 
launch, please send an email to - 





admin@englishdemocrats.org.uk 


WE WILL REMEMBER THEM 
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Reproduced by kind permission of the 
Royal British Legion 
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The Military 


A career in the Armed Forces differs 
from all others. Service personnel 
agree to sacrifice certain civil liberties 
and to follow orders; including orders 
to place themselves in harm’s way in 
the defence of others. In return, the 
Nation promises to help and support 
people in the Armed Forces and their 
families when they need it most. This 
mutual promise is enshrined in the 
Military Covenant, which is 
acknowledged by all Services. 


The Military Covenant does not have the 
force of law, but has been enshrined 
through convention, custom, and 
contemporary application, and it 
represents the Nation’s moral 
commitment to its Armed Forces. 

While we acknowledge that significant 
efforts have been made in recent years, 


we believe that certain aspects of the 
Military Covenant are not being delivered 
and that the Nation must now bring about 
change to ensure that our Service people 
and their families get the support they 
deserve. It is time to Honour the 
Covenant. 


The Legion believes: 


1. There should be a just compensation 
scheme which recognises the 
commitment and sacrifices made when 
serving the Nation. 


2. There should be a greater commitment 
to support the physical and mental health 
of Service people and their families. 


3. There should be more support for 
bereaved Service families. 


The Armed Forces Compensation 
Scheme (AFCS) was introduced in April 
2005. It is designed to financially 
compensate those who have been injured 
or have an illness that is caused by 
Service. It also compensates the families 
of those who have been killed as a result 
of their Service. 


The Legion believes that with the 
introduction of the AFCS the Government 
has eroded some of the additional 
support afforded under the Military 
Covenant. Because of the nature and 
risks associated with the Armed Forces 
and because combat immunity laws mean 
the Crown is normally not liable for civil 
court action, we believe that the 
compensation scheme should be 
substantially more generous. 


1.1 Value of awards 

The AFCS only allows for three injuries to 
be claimed where all of the injuries have 
resulted from the same incident. 
Additionally, the lump-sum provided for 
each individual injury Campaign Overview 
September 2007 reduces with each one 
claimed. In the case of maximum of three 
injuries: the first injury will receive 100% 
of the lump- sum tariff; the second 30% of 
the lump-sum tariff will be paid; 

and for the third 15%. 


Multiple injuries are becoming more 
common. This is related to improvements 
in field first-aid and the treatment 
provided in field hospitals in operational 
theatres. Since 2003, more people are 
surviving serious wounds sustained in 
lraq, who might previously have died. 
Field hospitals have treated 267 people 
wounded as a result of action, of which 
196 were classified as "Seriously" or 
"Very Seriously Injured or Wounded". 
Field hospitals have had a total of 2,117 
admissions since 2003 of which 1,096 
had to be evacuated back to the UK for 
further treatment. 


Multiple injuries, commonly resulting in 
serious disabilities, need to be adequately 
compensated for. There is no justification 
for not fully compensating Armed Forces 
personnel for each and every injury 
sustained by a single incident. 


1.2 Burden of proof 

Claimants for compensation must now 
prove, on a balance of probabilities, that 
the injury, illness or death was caused 
predominately by Service. Previously, the 
burden of proof was on the Secretary of 
State, and the benefit of the doubt was 
given to Service personnel. 

The onus should be placed back on 
Government to prove that Service was 
not responsible for causing or worsening 
conditions for compensation claims under 
the AFCS. 


1.3 Time limits on claims 

The AFCS introduced a five-year time 
limit for making an initial claim for 
compensation — the only exceptions are 
where a claimant is too ill to make a claim 
or recognised late-onset conditions. There 
is also a 10-year limit for deteriorating 
conditions. 

The Legion believes these time limits are 
an unnecessary restriction and should be 
scrapped. 


2. There should be a greater commitment 
to support the physical and mental well- 
being of Service people and their families. 
The Legion is concerned that Service 
personnel, ex-Service personnel and their 
dependants are not always getting the 
standard of health care they are entitled 
to receive. 


2.1 Armed forces personnel 


2.1.1 Seamless handover to NHS care 
Around 1,000 people are discharged for 
medical reasons from the Services each 
year, and too many ex-Service personnel 
are experiencing difficulties accessing the 
NHS services they need on discharge. 
The NHS and MoD plan improved 
technology for the storage and handover 
of medical records, but this will not be in 
place until 2010 at the earliest. 

Until then, more needs to be done to 
ensure GPs and other NHS staff can 
access the medical histories of personnel 
who have been medically discharged. 


2.1.2 Accommodating families of injured 
personnel Charities have stepped in to 
provide accommodation for families, 
particularly at the Defence Medical 
Rehabilitation Centre at Headley Court, 
Surrey. The personnel being treated at 
Headley Court are still serving in the 
Armed Forces — the cost of housing 
their families should be borne by the 
Government. 

Current regulations allow for two family 
members to be provided with travel and 
accommodation costs to visit the most 
seriously injured or ill Service personnel; 
however, this entitlement expires after 7- 
10 days. While this rule may be extended 
at medical discretion, the Legion believes 
the rules should be amended to cover 
travel and accommodation costs for the 
entire time Service personnel remain on 
the most seriously ill or wounded list. 


2.1.3 Physical and mental health 

The King’s Centre for Medical Health 
Research currently undertakes in-depth 
health surveillance for personnel on 
operations in Iraq and Afghanistan. This 
has identified an increase in psychological 
problems, ranging from PTSD to alcohol 
misuse, among personnel who have been 
deployed for 13 months or more in a 
three-year period. 


Research has also shown a heightened 
vulnerability to psychological problems 
among medically downgraded personnel. 
The Legion believes in-depth health 
surveillance should be mandatory for all 
Service personnel, whether or not they 
are operationally deployed. There is also 
a need for additional surveillance of 
personnel who have been deployed for 
extended periods of time, and for those 
who have been medically downgraded. 
The Legion also believes that voluntary 
health surveillance should be offered to 
families of personnel on deployment. 
Family members have to cope with a 
great deal of uncertainty and anxiety for 
long periods of time. A long period of 
separation followed by a sudden return 
home creates its own difficulties. 


2.2 Veterans 

2.2.1 Priority care for war pensioners 
The Legion is concerned that priority 
medical treatment of War Pensioners for 
conditions arising from their Service, 
although their rightful due under 
government policy since 1953, is no 
longer being delivered by the NHS. 

The government must ensure there is 
immediate access to healthcare for 
veterans making priority treatment work 
not just in theory but in reality. Pensioners 
and veterans should also be made more 
aware of their rights to priority treatment. 


2.2.2 Ensuring priority care in the future 
At the moment, there is no way to 
calculate the demand for priority 
treatment or the impact it has on the 
NHS. The MoD should identify the exact 
number of people who are eligible to 
receive priority treatment and provide the 
resources needed to deliver it. 


2.2.3 Mental health services for veterans 
There have been 190,000 people 
awarded a War Pension since 1939 for 
post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD). 
These veterans often have the most 
difficulty accessing the health services 
they need and are least likely to be 
offered priority treatment. Evidence 
suggests that only the very seriously 
mentally ill receive treatment from the 
NHS. Due to the pressures on NHS 
services, priority treatment for War 
Pensioners is rarely achieved. 


The MoD provides Combat Stress (the 
specialist mental health charity for 
veterans) with around £2.5 million each 
year to deliver mental health care to War 
Pensioners whose condition is due to 
service. A further increase has been 
promised this year but has not yet been 
announced. This is a welcome 
investment. However, veterans who are 
not assisted by Combat Stress, or 
another specialist organisation, need to 
(continued overleaf) 
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continued from page 13... 


be able to access mental health care from 
the NHS and receive priority treatment. 


The Legion is concerned by the distress 
caused to the family members of Service 
personnel who have died, by delays and 
the lack of legal representation during 
coroners’ inquests. 


Clearing the inquest backlog 
By 9 August 2007, the number of Armed 
Forces casualties in lraq (since 
deployment in March 2003), had reached 
168. Of these, 132 have been classed as 
Killed in Action or Died of Wounds. By 12 
August 2007, the number of Armed 
Forces casualties in Afghanistan (since 
deployment in November 2001), had 
reached 70. Of these, 47 have been 
classed as Killed in Action or Died of 
Wounds. 


All in-Service deaths abroad are 
repatriated and subject to coroner’s 
inquest. Despite enhanced resources, 
back logs still remain. There are still some 
120 families in the UK awaiting inquests, 
21 of these concern deaths that occurred 
before May 2006. More resources are 
urgently needed to clear this distressing 
backlog and this should be achieved by 
providing additional resources to the 
coroners who already have experience in 
military inquests, thereby establishing a 
"centre of excellence". This service could 
provide a service on an outreach basis — 
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thus enabling inquests to be held near to 
where bereaved families live. 


Legal representation for families 
Inquests can be very confusing for the 
families of Service personnel. Without 
knowledge of the legal system or of the 
military, Service deaths can be very 
complicated — particularly during times of 
conflict (as was demonstrated by recent 
inquests involving "friendly fire"incidents). 
Family members can be legally 
represented at inquest, but solicitors can 
be expensive and funding is only 
available in "exceptional cases", where 
the family is financially eligible. All Service 
families need to apply to the Lord 
Chancellor for their case to be classed as 
"exceptional". 

The Legion believes that independent 
legal advice, representation and advocacy 
should be provided to all families where 
an in-Service death has occurred, and 
that this should be provided at public 
expense. 


Independent commissioner for 
in-Service deaths 
All deaths in the UK which are violent 
and/or untimely are referred to coroners. 
This is often the case for deaths which 
occur in-Service due to the age 
demographic of those who Serve. 
Additionally, all deaths that occur 
overseas are repatriated and referred to a 
UK coroner. 
Often deaths in-Service are also the 
subject of Military Police or civilian police 
investigations. However, while the family 
have the right to be involved in inquests, 
and sometimes police investigations, they 
are not always happy with the outcome. 
Often families also feel suspicion that 
facts have been suppressed; told that 
national security is at risk. The Legion 





believes that the Government should 
appoint an independent commissioner to 
investigate complaints relating to 
in-Service deaths. 

An independent commissioner would 
improve transparency and enhance public 
confidence, in much the same way as 
police have benefited from the 
Independent Police Complaints 
Commission. The commissioner’s powers 
would extend only to cases where there 
has been a fatality so the military chain of 
command would be uninterrupted. 


OBSERVATIONS FROM 
THE FRONT... 


“I can accept the fighting and the 
conditions - that goes with the job. 
But what | cannot accept is the 
standard of kit we are expected to 
work with..... and all for the rate of 
pay that matches a McJob in Civvy 
Street 


The Yanks call us ‘The Borrowers’ 
because we are always trying to 
cadge decent kit off them as ours Is 
So crap - makes you proud to be 
British, don’t it?” 


Guardsman, 
Helmand Province, 
Afghanistan 

¢ May 2007. 





calling! 


On 1 May 2008, London sees the elections for the new London 
Mayor and London Assembly. These elections are incredibly 
important for us for two good reasons: 


Our mayoral candidate Garry Bushell (along with Ken, Boris etc) will 
be allowed to have a page in the "Mayoral Booklet" which will go to 
every London voter (almost two million of them). All the postage 
and cost of printing for this massive print run and delivery will be 
paid for by others so we have a wonderful opportunity to get our 
message about an English Parliament and English values to all 
these two million voters. 


The London Assembly uses a proportional representational voting 
system in part, and we should be able to have one or more candi- 
dates elected to it and therefore into full time, paid political jobs. If 
we succeed here, it will transform the prospects for the party. 
- Money to help fund deposits, posters - some £50,000 minimum. 
me We need more candidates to stand for us for the London Assembly 
= piMese you live or work in the Greater London Area you should 
<= be able to stand. 


We will need general help of all kinds between 
now and next May. 


Please do offer all the help you can, contacting: 
Andrew Constantine, London Area Chairman 





HAVE A HAPPY ENGLISH CHRISTMAS 
from WE ARE THE ENGLISH 


England Pint Glasses, Cufflinks, Mugs, Tie Slides, Lapel Badges, CDs, Golf Towels, Poloshirts, Books, Mini Bar 
Sets, Baby Clothing, Car Badges, Car Registration Plates, Towels, Scarves, Lighters, Duvet Sets, St George’s 
Day House Event and Car Packs, Toilet Seats, Shower Curtains, Baseball Caps, Flags, Bunting, Keyrings, Hats, 
Sunglasses etc. 





The dawning of the 


DEMOCRATIC 


By Christine Constable — Editor 


‘The dawning of the post 
democratic age’ was a phrase | had 
only recently observed in books and 

articles, the coming "post 
democratic age" and although | 
hadn't given it much thought | did 
begin to wonder what this phrase 
meant and how this would work its 
way into everyday politics, or was 
this simply another fashionable term 
that would disappear into the ether, 
it didnt, it persisted and | wanted to 
examine what was meant by it. 
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The Political journalist Nick Cohen (author 
of Blair’s Fantasy Island) wrote in a 
Guardian article in February 2005, that by 
the time Tony Blair won the election in 
1997 the UK was in a post democratic 
world. In his view successive prime 
ministers, the EU, the City, multinationals, 
the media and judiciary had sucked 
power out of Parliament. Turnouts 
became risible and political parties were 
on the ropes. 


The Canadians were fretting about the 
state of democracy back in 1999, when 
the Vancouver Courier put their finger on 
one big part of the problem, the 
ownership of the media and the power of 
the media to over promote views that 
were not necessarily held by the majority, 
but received (by virtue of media 
ownership) a disproportionate exposure, 
so that such views became mainstream 
and dominant, the media created the flow. 


The Americans also had a crisis of 
confidence in how their political system 
was funded and the book " the best 
democracy money can buy" (Greg Palast) 
painted a dismal picture of multinational 
manipulation and a sameness in political 
parties, which removed choice from the 
electorate. An object lesson to the 
English Democrats, who have eschewed 
corporate backing for that very reason! 


Robert Hurst of CTVNews (In a Canadian 
broadcast interview) conceded every 
criticism of 24 hour news reporting: " it’s 
more error prone, superficial, and 
susceptible to manipulation by skilled 
propagandists than regular reporting" he 
commented. News has become a 
commodity. With 24 hour news sheer 
repetition renders important matters 
mundane and mundane matters trivial. 
For this reason "instant infoglut" actually 
creates a less informed society, as people 
become conditioned to expect instant 
answers to complex questions and few 
people can be bothered to analyse in any 
depth, the barrage of information leaping 
at them from their radios and televisions. 


QUANGO’s (Quasi Non Governmental 
Organisations) have for too long also 
slipped under the radar as a vitally 
important influencer in the direction of the 
country. Freed from political 
accountability, often run by party 
apparatchiks, QUANGOS continue to ply 
their political agendas often hidden by 
their name (which presumes a private 
organisation) or by their sheer invisibility 
and secrecy. The Arts Council for 
England (sic) last year made the 
revelation that after nearly a decade of 
operation it was undertaking a "public 
value assessment", not bad after a 
decade of waste - needless to say 
nothing ever came of it and no change in 


direction is evident, but they presented it 
as if they were being "democratic" going 
through the motions of consultation but 
doing what they wanted in the end and 
let’s face it who is there to stop them? 
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But by creating these pseudo "Private 
Organisations" which are ostensibly a 
step away from direct government, 
QUANGOS assume an air of objectivity 
and respectability, when in fact they are 
often stuffed full of political appointees, 
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spending vast amounts of public money 
to achieve precious little and are totally 
unaccountable. They do have the power 
to influence everything from tourism, race 
relations, investment in the arts and 
culture, level of fuel bills and water bills , 
urban regeneration, school standards, 
advertising standards, censorship, 
regional planning, operation of elections, 
the use and exploitation of national 
treasures and broadcasting etc etc. 
Literally thousands of QUANGOs operate 
outside of any democratic control, the 
Ofsteds, Offgems, Ofcoms, trusts, 
commissions and executives fuelled by 
taxation revenue empire build and 
consolidate one layer of unproductive 
paper pusher on top of another — all to 
keep the electorate out of the democratic 
loop. 


For example, the Commission for Racial 
Equality in its departing " Legacy Report", 
confirmed that after 30 years the position 
of racial equality had hardly changed and 
in fact the then leader of the Commission 
Trevor Phillips had commented that as a 
society we were sleep walking into 
segregation — a worse situation today 
then we had thirty years ago! Despite 
this failure, the government continues with 
added zeal to create another ‘bigger’ 
QUANGO, this time going by the name of 
the Commission for Equality and Human 
Rights and yes, you guessed it led (again) 
by Trevor Phillips, who had done "so 
much good work" at the CRE. With an 
annual budget of 70 million pounds | am 
sure many of us could think of better 
ways to spend that money, particularly in 
view of the dismal performance of its 
predecessor, who some could argue has 
made things worse rather than improved 
them! 


But QUANGOISATION is another feature 
of the "post democratic age", one small 
organisation grows into a bigger one, 
fuelled by the taxpayer but operating out 
of the reach of public accountability, 
growing in size bureaucracy and cost 
with a commensurate reduction in 
performance. 


The restrictive ownership of the media 
makes it difficult to debate these 
concerns, because few political parties 
would want to upset a media mogul like 


Murdoch, despite the fact his dominance 
must, for the sake of democracy be 
openly challenged. The BBC, is another 
one of these QUANGOs, it has enough 
problems keeping itself out of the news 
after its rash of scandals, asking to open 
itself to a warts and all public analysis, 
without coercion is for the BBC 
unthinkable — so they are safe and 
unaccountable. 


Globalisation is also a phenomenon which 
has defied democratic debate. Mass 
immigration for instance, isn’t something 
we can debate, we are told it is a 
"necessary part" of globalization — not 
open for discussion. We are not even 
allowed to ask "why?". Those that 
question why it is better to employ 
foreigners rather than our own to fill the 
jobs generated by this country are 
regarded as freaks and racists. Those 
that ask the question why should our 
leading universities be educating as many 
people from abroad as they do from the 
English population are regarded as 
misunderstanding trade opportunities. 
Those that question the wisdom of 
recruiting nurses, doctors and 
professionals from struggling third world 
countries, when the people and skills 
exist in the UK are called xenophobic. 
There is no right of reply and few 
mediums through which the English are 
allowed to freely speak. 


The European Union is perhaps a perfect 
example of marching into the post 
democratic age. A "club" members were 
duped into joining back in the 70's, 
ostensibly to improve trade links with 
Europe. It has developed by stealth, into 
a wider organisation with a latterly 
declared aim of an "ever closer union". 
Changed its name (without fanfare and 
almost without anyone noticing) from the 
EEC into the EU, a small but significant 
change which began the process of 
unremitting consolidation and 
expansionism. 


We now find ourselves on the brink of 
waving goodbye, to what is left of our 
democracy, as we leap lemming like into 
the abyss which is majority voting and 
into the ratification of the Lisbon Treaty 
and with that ,will come (by default), the 
loss of our national sovereign identity as 


we take our place in the new rising power 
block of the EU. All this without a public 
debate, without a vote and in a true 
antidemocratic manner with no serious 
political debate - with the stroke of a pen 
the UK ceases to exist as a sovereign 
State. From now on we can object as 
much as we like, no one will hear us, our 
voice is lost, people will now not even 
bother to vote, for what is the point? This 
time their views truly will change nothing. 


The looming new centralising state of the 
EU looks suspiciously similar to the 
previous and disreputable USSR, which 
also ignored public opinion, stifled 
debate, came down hard on civil liberties 
and frustrated democratic processes. It 
also produced political parties that were, 
to all intents and purposes identitical, full 
of spin and lacking credibility — history is 
about to repeat itself. 


As electors, as English men and women 
we have to ask ourselves is it really 
acceptable to have fought against 
totalitarianism and fascism as we have, 
only to invite it through the front door and 
to let it move in because we are too polite 
to ask it to leave? 


The EU, globalisation and the spectre of a 
post democratic world is not an 
inevitability. But it will take the guts and 
determination of our people to fight 
against it. For many in Europe, who are 
familiar with totalitarianism, it is seen to 
be easier to lie down with the wolf — the 
line of least resistance. It takes a very 
special nation to stand as a bulwark 
against the forces of oppression and to 
have faith in democracy and freedom. 
The English have never been afraid to 
stand up for what is right, we know 
instinctively that what the EU represents 
is a diminution of the values and 
principles our country was built on - we 
are not going forwards we are going 
backwards - for all its faults democracy is 
infinitely preferable to totalitarianism and it 
is for that reason we should all redouble 
our efforts to reject any move towards a 
post democratic future. 


Further Reading: 

"Post Democracy" Colin Crouch 

Link: 
http:/www.fairvote.org/library/fixingelection 
s/nationalsivicreview 
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by Andrew Constantine 


The British media and political forums 
on the internet have these past several 
months given Gordon Brown a good 
kicking on his government’s approach 
to what most call the re-born European 
Constitution, what he calls the Reform 
Treaty and which history may call the 
Treaty of Lisbon 2007. 


The media have for once done a good job 
on an EU issue. They have examined 
whichever words Gordon Brown uses to 
defend his refusal to grant a referendum 
on the European Constitution and shown 
them be worthless. 


The game has been given away by many 
continental politicians. In a letter 
published in Le Monde, the former French 
president Giscard d’Estaing clarified the 
relationship between the former draft 
constitution - which was shelved after 
French and Dutch voters rejected the text 
in 2005 - and the new Lisbon Treaty. 


“Looking at the content, the result is 
that the institutional proposals of the 
constitutional treaty ... are found 
complete in the Lisbon Treaty, only in 
a different order and inserted in former 
treaties, ”. 


Assuming the Treaty of Lisbon is now 
enacted, the political and administrative 
elites in the European countries who have 
been driving the European project forward 
must think their formal task of building the 
institutions of a new United States of 
Europe (USE) is almost complete. The 
vision of a USE planned by Jean Monnet 
and others European visionaries dating 
back from the 1930s has almost been 
realised. The Treaty of Lisbon now 
provides the USE with a full time 
President, a Foreign Affairs Minister by 
another name, and the legal powers 
allowing it to make further changes to its 
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constitution without resistance from the 
member states or the reference to its 500 
million Euro-citizens. 


How can any right minded democrat 
defend this treaty? How can anyone 
seriously argue that a major treaty 
increasing the powers of the Brussels 
based EU Commission (read government) 
of the USE is not a constitution? How 
could any democrat, any free market 
advocate, anyone concerned about 
liberties and individual rights view the 
USE super state - designed by the French 
- as anything but an enemy to fight? 


The Treaty of Lisbon should be treated 
with contempt. Any future government of 
either the UK as a whole, or of England, 
which has any real attachment to 
parliamentary democracy should gladly 
arrange at an early stage for the country’s 
surrendering membership of the USE and 
regaining independence and democratic 
legitimacy. 


What is more interesting is to consider 
how societies rooted in democracy, and 
especially how the UK, the home of the 
Mother of all Parliaments, the setting for 
Magna Carta and the Glorious Revolution 
of 1689, of John Locke and Bentham, the 
upholder of national liberty in both World 
War 1 and 2, has got itself into the 
extraordinary and irrational position of just 
being the western province of a 
undemocratic USE? Put simply, how 
should we answer these questions: 


Why hasn’t the UK got out of the USE? 
How did the UK get into this position? 
What has the US done about the 
European project? 

Why haven’t taxpayers fought against 
the European project? 

What has England got to do with it? 





It is relatively common for a small political 
movement, or even a conspiratorial elite, 
to capture control of an entire country. 
Twentieth century examples that spring to 
mind include Nazi Germany, Stalinist 
Russia and the Chinese communist party 
still of course sets the direction of China’s 
development. 


Democracies too can fall under the sway 
of small elite or party. The UK proved to 
be vulnerable to falling under the control 
of the European movement, partly 
because it is itself a supranational 
institution and party because the power of 
the establishment was placed at the 
disposal of the European movement. 


It has been well argued about the creation 
of the UK that the two real constituent 
nations in the geographical location of 
Britain, decided to form in 1707 a political 
union of their two nations for their 
self-interest. The resulting political union 
created the supra-national institution of 
the UK, via the two Treaties of Union 
which abolished the separate parliaments 
of Scotland and England. The UK was 
then to be governed by its ruling elites in 
the UK Parliament under the formal cover 
of the Monarchy. 


The UK has for much of its three hundred 
years of existence seemed to be 
remarkably successful supra-nation. How 
much of this success was due to political 
integration and how much to its real 
advanced use of commercial, financial 
and military resources is not clear. The 
fact that the UK was supra-national in 
character has set the tone for the political 
life of the UK. Its politicians were not 
connected with their own nation, but 
thought in terms of class divisions 
(whether to protect them, or to break 
them down), rather than nationality and 
ethnicity. The UK political class 
unburdened by their own nation were also 
to be more open to engagement abroad. 
The UK state has been happily interfering 
in the affairs of other nations for its three 
centuries of existence, sometimes 
defensively to block dominance by other 
states. The interventionist mindset in its 
political elite also arose through the 
feeling that as a successful supra-national 
institution (allying, some thought, both the 
perfect constitutional settlement, 
commercial and military success), its 
advice was worth listening to. 


The interventionist mindset in the UK’s 
political elite was perfectly adapted to the 
embryonic USE. All of the UK’s Prime 


Ministers since 1958 (with the advent of 
Harold Macmillan) have all been 
consciously trying to put the UK at the 
heart of the USE. Unrestrained by any 
feelings of nationality, thrilled at more 
instances to intervene and glad of the 
prospect of obtaining more personal 
leverage in international affairs ... then 
who cared that the UK parliament was 
giving away power over so many policy 
areas? Bliss to shed the drudgery of 
responsibility on tariffs, trade relations, 
indirect taxes, the environment, 
employment law, human rights the list is 
truly endless while the UK retains even 
one single competence! 


The pro European elites were all 
powerful. The whole political 
establishment of the UK, and of course its 
paid mouthpiece, the BBC, were on board 
with the European project. We know now 
that the Foreign Office had a propaganda 
unit called the Information Research 
Department (IRD). The IRD over a period 
of the two years leading up to UK 
accession to the EU managed almost 
every day to get letters into The Times 
supporting the case for UK entry into the 
EU. Tame Tory MPs were found who 
were happy to sign out these letters in 
their own name. BBC journalists who 
were sceptical about the EU were leant 
on or fired (see former BBC staffer Robin 
Aitkin’s book "Can we trust the BBC" for 
names and dates on these facts). 


To take on the combined UK 
establishment even now is ... challenging. 
And there was no real overt Scottish and 
English nationalism in the 1970s to 
counter it then. There was little real 
opposition in either House of Parliament 
(apart from some mavericks, such as 
Powell and Foot and other "trouble mak- 
ers"). And so with surprisingly less fuss, 
the democracy and sovereignty of the UK 
was by European Treaty by European 
Treaty given away. Those Treaties of 
Rome, of the Single European act, of 
Maastricht, of Amsterdam and now of 
Lisbon were all just stations on that route 
to the desired destination of a United 
States of Europe. 





Why hasn’t the UK got out of the EU? 


Consider what a destination the United 
States of Europe gives the UK political 
elites to live in. The United States of 
Europe is attractive to international 
interventionists. An ambitious British 
politician will see in the USE all he could 
ever wish for: little real accountability, no 
pesky opposition, no nation to hold one to 


account, an ever growing United States of 
Europe budget, splendid career 
opportunities and remarkable salaries for 
self, for soouse and partners and in due 
course for children, an ever widening 
foreign policy, the power to look the USA, 
the Russian Federation and the Chinese 
communist leaders in the eye at the many 
state summits and banquets. 


Name the good things in life and the EU 
Commission makes sure they are given to 
the politicians, the bureaucrats and the 
journalists who support the European 
project. The United States of Europe is 
the ultimate payroll vote for those who 
have power and wield in the direction of 
ever closer unity. 





What has the US done about the 
European project? 


But surely there are some forces, some 
powerful interest groups who are paying a 
heavy price for the United States of 
Europe? Indeed there are: let’s look at 
the main losers from the United States of 
Europe and examine why they have not 
managed to slow European integration. 


Take the United States of Europe’s 
growing international influence, some of it 
soft power and some of it to flow from the 
burgeoning United States of Europe 
armed forces. Surely international power 
is a zero sum game. If the United States 
of Europe is gaining more international 
clout, then who is losing it? 


The immediate source of the United 
States of Europe’s power — which is still 
pretty limited - is the national clout that 
the member states are giving up. More 
and more, the member states are 
surrendering their own rights and are 
vesting them in the EU commission. For 
example, the UK is prepared to let the 
United States of Europe access its seat 
on the UN Security Council. 


Even some critics of the EU say that one 
of the few benefits claimed for the United 
States of Europe that stacks up in some 
ways is that the surrender of some 
competences to the EU is more than the 
sum of its parts. Italy as a national state 
had relatively little international power but 
by pooling its sovereignty in the EU, it 
gains a share of a larger power. In trade 
negotiations, while Italy had little clout 
over say influencing China’s trade 
policies, the USE will be a more 
formidable negotiator. 

We who oppose the USE think that even 
here the case is unproven. An Italy which 


still retained sovereignty over trade might 
just close its markets to China! 


A more obvious source of the United 
States of Europe’s influence is the loss by 
the USA of its supreme authority as 
leader of the West. The fall of the 
Warsaw Pact and the Soviet Union has 
reduced the importance of America as the 
arsenal of democracy. Dogs may not 
always bite the hands of those who feed 
them but in the case of the United States 
of Europe, America will bear the scars for 
along time. Since the 1940s the US has 
consistently encouraged the European 
movement, with the generous reason that 
a more unified Europe would be a 
stronger and more prosperous Europe 
more able to look after itself. Successive 
US administrations have pursued this 
idealistic policy of lending consistent 
support to the European project, not 
realising that part of the foundations of 
the European project has been to put 
Europe into a position to compete for 
influence with America. 
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Why haven’t taxpayers fought against 
the European project? 


Taxpayers have to pay heavy taxes to 
finance that splendid EU budget. 
Someone pays for that growing network 
of Ministries, of bureaucracies, of the 
world’s largest international aid budget 
(think soft power), of the expensive 
Common Agricultural Policy and so on. 
Why haven't ordinary European citizens 
said "You may choose to finance the 
construction of a United States of Europe, 
but we will not!" The way the United 
States of Europe works, most member 
states have consistently had considerable 
budget surpluses from membership. The 
French, the Irish, the Spanish, the Italians 
and most of the smaller states have all 
benefited financially from membership. 
Their taxpayers have nothing to complain 
about. 


In fact it is only the two major countries of 
Germany and the UK that have 
consistently paid considerable sums each 
year for the European show to stay on the 
road. The West German motivation in 
being in from the European project from 
the start is obvious. Germany in the late 
1940s was the international pariah: the 
modern civilised state that had used its 
industrial prowess for the genocide of 
European Jewry and other war crimes of 
appalling magnitude. Germany wanted 
both acceptance from its neighbours and 
access to their markets as its economy 
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recovered. The Iron and Steel 
Community (the predecessor to the EU) 
gave it both. The reunification of 
Germany was also assisted by West 
Germany’s central role in the EU. 


The UK as the other major contributor did 
resist the staggering membership fees 
charged it by the Commission. Recall 
Margaret Thatcher and her successful 
campaign in the 1980s to claim a rebate 
on the UK’s budgetary contributions. But 
generally to date the UK’s membership of 
the EU has coincided (since Margaret 
Thatcher liberated the economy) with 
respectable UK economic growth. The 
UK has thus been able to pay the formal 
direct costs of membership of about £9 
billion each year now. The real and 
much higher indirect costs of UK 
membership (higher food prices, the 
crippling costs of EU laws and regulation, 
unfair competition from French national 
champions etc) are well hidden to 
ordinary citizens. 


Even if the UK’s people jibbed at the real 
economic and financial burdens entailed 
in membership of the United States of 
Europe, the UK’s political elites who are 
SO unanimously pro-EU are hardly likely 
to campaign on their behalf on this issue. 
Aided by an apolitical - and a cowed - civil 
service and the anti-democratic UK 
national broadcasting near monopoly 
called the BBC, the UK’s absorption into 
the United States of Europe might look 
inevitable. But there is a glimmering of 
one hope, one chance of democracy 
breaking out in Europe — and this is 
provided by English nationalism. 





What has England got to do with it? 


Three hundred years after the dissolution 
of the English Parliament, and its 
replacement by the supranational UK 
parliament, the props supporting the core 
structure of the UK state are snapping. 
Each of these major treaties creating the 
United States of Europe which have been 
signed by the member states have of 
course seen the transfer of most of the 
major powers of the UK government and 
the British state to Brussels. 


As UK sovereignty has slipped across the 
Channel, the hidden foundations of the 
UK have started to appear. The UK 
government of Tony Blair was in a 
position to create a new constitutional 
settlement for the whole of the UK that 
would be seen as fair and could last for 
generations. Instead, at the urging of 
Scottish nationalists such as Gordon 
Brown, Blair tilted the constitution wholly 
in favour of Scotland at the expense of 
England. 


That famous law of unintended 
consequences now applied itself in 
masterly fashion. The fair minded English 
people, who are wont to apologise for 
their mere existence, have now been 
radicalised. They are starting to ask how 
their national identity and their society 
have been so heavily compromised and 
damaged. The obvious and the true 
answer is that an unholy alliance of the 
political elites, the British establishment 
and Scottish nationalists have used 
England as a cash cow for the pet 
policies of gaining access and influence 
within the United States of Europe and for 
favouring Scotland. 


The English are still thinking about what 
they want to do. They know that they 
want an English Parliament back, and do 
not care overmuch for Speaker Martin’s 
UK or Union Parliament. They know they 
want the Scots off their backs, and are 


now much more in favour of Scottish 
independence than even the Scots. 


But it’s when the English have their own 
Parliament that the United States of 
Europe's time will be up. The revived 
English Parliament will soon realise that 
membership of the United States of 
Europe requires its main purpose to be, 
the enactment of the ever gathering flood 
of European directives and regulations. 
The English will want their own parliament 
to represent and constitute their English 
national identity. To provide English 
representatives with the appointed 
assembly to debate and to enact laws for 
England, to formulate policies to favour 
our national interests. All these aims 
require an English Parliament to have real 
power, to have sovereignty and cannot be 
achieved if the new parliament is a mere 
sounding board for the United States of 
Europe. 


An English Parliament will soon exist and 
it is only the timing of its creation (or 
rather, revival) that is in doubt. That 
revived English Parliament - if it is to be 
true to English parliamentary democracy - 
has to take England out of the United 
States of Europe or it will not have much 
point in its existence. 


An independent, democratic England will 
show the other peoples of Europe that 
freedom and prosperity are available to 
them as free nations. A United States of 
Europe without control of England’s 
markets for its surplus production, without 
English budget contributions will be a 
much poorer and less attractive 
institution. 


| finish by quoting from William Pitt in his 
famous last speech in public before his 
death. Pitt was speaking at the Lord 
Mayor’s banquet in 1805 just after 
Trafalgar and his reply was nearly as 
follows: 

“Il return you many thanks for the 
honour you have done me, but Europe 
is not to be saved by any single man. 
England has saved herself by her 
exertions, and will, | trust, save Europe 
by her example." 


RED LINES ARE NOT GOOD ENOUGH, MR BROWN 
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Whichever way you look at it things 
have not gone well for the Lib Dems 
for a long time. Leadership wrangles 
and odd behaviour by leading front 
benchers as well as the unsavoury 
ousting of Ming Campbell, largely on 
the grounds of his age, haven't 
covered the Lib Dems in much glory. 


Caught between a rock and a hard place 
in the May elections and with their 
support on the slide (18 % recorded by 
ICM Oct 2007) things could hardly get 
much worse. 


Now the Lib Dems have also the urge to 
find a cleaner gleamier leader, to compete 
with Cameron at the despatch box. The 
two candidates head-to-head in Chris 
Huhne and Nick Clegg could potentially 
revive the fortunes of the decaying party. 
If the rhetoric of either candidate ever 
became reality, it could be an interesting 
time politically. Either candidate would at 
last provide a bit of provocation to the 
other two parties, who latterly have 
largely had the floor to themselves — not 
that the Tories have done much with it 
mind! 


Often the Lib Dems talk a good talk, but 
never seem to follow through. Nothing 
significant on devolution, although they 
are Claiming that they have always 
supported English Votes on English 
Issues??? In their document "For the 
People By the People" they imply they 
are a party of democracy, yet point blank 
refuse to allow Alex Salmond to call a 
referendum on independence. They don't 
support a vote on the EU Constitution 
(masquerading as the Lisbon Treaty), and 
have been almost silent on the question 
of Proportional Representation. They are 
advocates of breaking England into EU 
Regions, despite there being no public 
support for it. They are now colluding 
with the Labour Party in wanting to have 
a written Constitution for Britain, which, 
knowing how undemocratic the Labour 
Party is, this must surely be a potential 
recipe for disaster. Who will be 
consulted? What will go in the 
Constitution? Whose ideas will form the 
Constitution? 


The Liberal Democrats have the 


opportunity of taking the initiative from the 
Conservatives in addressing the West 
Lothian Question. Now that Ming 
Campbell has gone and Kennedy is out, a 
more English focused leadership has the 
opportunity to attempt to gain back some 
of the votes it has lost during their 
"wasteland" years. However, it is unclear 
that the Lib Dems will ever have the 
strength of character to do what is right, 
other than mutter about injustice but 
never take the next step, largely one 
concludes, because they fear alienating 
invites into Gordon Brown's "Big Tent". 


As 2007 comes to a close the English 
Democrats can look enthusiastically at 
Liberal Democrats as a potential source 
of new members, decent people who 
have put up with dithering for long enough 
and now want action. Certainly in us, 
decent English libertarian values and 
Anglocentric policy making, will be 
infinitely preferable to the balkanized 
Liberal Democrats, who continue to bang 
different policy drums depending on who 
their audience is! With Scottish Lib Dems, 
Welsh Lib Dems and even Chinese Lib 
Dems the fact they still can’t bring them- 
selves to have English Lib Dems says all 
that needs to be said about the party that 
spends most of its life sitting on the fence. 
What self respecting English person could 
vote for a party that doesn’t recognise 
England? Need we say more........ ? 


The LibDems have launched the 

‘Chinese LioDems’ website in order to ‘bridge 
(the gap) between the UK Chinese community 
and the Liberal Democrats’. So, they join the 
Scots LibDems and the Welsh LibDems in 
getting a dedicated site - | wonder when we'll 
get an ‘English LioDems website then? 


HINESE LIBERAL DEMOCRATS 
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- post Paddy Ashdown 


CHARLES KENNEDY - Brought in 
to revive LibDem fortunes after 
Ashdown. Gave up lucrative career 
as BBC game show panelist to 
assume leadership. Forced out as 
he was thought to be too drunk, too 
addicted to cigarettes, not really a 
morning person and not dynamic 
enough for today’s media obsessed 
political world. 


MING CAMPBELL - Brought in to 
revive LibDem fortunes after 
Kennedy. Regarded as the 
testosterone-fuelled dynamic future 
of the party. Ming gave up a 
lucrative career as an Olympic 
sprinter to assume leadership. 
Famed for his catch phrase, “Hi, I’m 
Ming, and I’m actually younger than 
Sir Cliff Richard”, Ming rapidly lost 
support when someone found out 
that he wasn’t the Peter Pan of 
Politics after all..... 


\\ 
CLEGG OR HUHNE? Who knows? 
However, it’s nice to see both Clegg 
(L) and Huhne (R) conveniently 
positioned behind the doomed Ming 
as he tries to remember where he left 
his French loaf. (Et tu, Cleggy?).... 
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The 


PoLitics 
of 
Englishness 


by Arthur Aughey 


“As an academic, 
life has its delicious 
coincidences, 
especially for 
someone studying 


the politics of 


Englishness”.... 





| was recently re-reading AV Dicey’s 
classic book, England’s Case against 
Home Rule, first published in 1886 and | 
couldn't believe my luck when | picked up 
the October edition of Prospect Magazine 
to find Jack Straw, Justice Secretary and 
Lord Chancellor, arguing that pursuing 
‘Little England’ policies which create 
resentment between the peoples of 
Britain is ‘a sure means of destroying the 
union’. Defending ‘asymmetrical’ 
devolution, he couched his argument in 
terms of the Gladstonian Home Rule 
debate. Here was implicit criticism of 
Dicey, for Straw’s message was that 
critics of devolution from a ‘Little England’ 
perspective should learn from the 
experience of Irish Home Rule ‘and 
understand that it is by embracing 
devolution that the union has been able to 
survive and to thrive’. But what lesson is 
to be learnt? And what are the warnings 
from history that Dicey was making? 


Dicey’s objective was to criticize the 
policy of Home Rule for Ireland from a 
purely English point of view because he 
believed it to be ‘at least as much 
opposed to the vital interests of England’ 
as it was a threat to the stability of the 
Union. It was ‘a plan for revolutionizing 
the constitution of the whole of the United 
Kingdom’ and as such, it must be ‘a 
scheme which promises to England at 
least not greater evils than the 
maintenance of the Union or than Irish 
independence’. Furthermore, Home Rule 
was not Local Self-Government. 
According to Dicey ‘Local Self- 
Government however extended means 
the delegation, Home Rule however 
curtailed means the surrender, of 
Parliamentary authority. What was on 
offer for Ireland (and granted today to 
Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland) 
was qualitatively different from what was 
thought expedient for England. Dicey also 
disputed the proposition that Home Rule 
was an equitable compromise between 
English interests and the legitimate claims 
of Irish nationality. Home Rule was unfair 
because whatever its ‘hypothetical 
benefits it threatens more than 
countervailing loss to England’. It would 
bring ‘large pecuniary sacrifice’ without a 
reasonable hope of ‘creating real 
harmony of feeling between Great Britain 
and Ireland’. Finally, Dicey was convinced 
that the logic of Home Rule was the 
break-up of the United Kingdom. 
Interestingly, he believed the pressure 
would come from not from Ireland but 
from England: ‘Grant it, and in a short 
time Irish independence will become the 
wish of England’. At that point, ‘it will be 
clear that the Union must for the sake of 
England, no less than of Ireland, come to 
an end’. 


Contemporary English nationalism has 


inverted Dicey’s argument but not his 
logic. His case against Home Rule has 
transmuted into England’s case for Home 
Rule (for itself). Let’s consider this case. 
The English (nationalist) case is surely 
that devolution has indeed delivered for 
England the disadvantages of separatism 
without the advantages of Union; that the 
English are sacrificing their legitimate 
claims to nationhood in the interests of 
maintaining the Union. The alternative to 
English Home Rule or an English 
parliament has been regionalism — 
another way of describing Local Self 
Government — but this is not only an 
administrative enormity but also the 
outward manifestation of the Labour 
Government's suspicion of the English 
nation. By partitioning England into 
regions it is accused of concealing the 
injustice done to national identity. That 
regionalism has been rejected by the 
people has not meant that English Home 
Rule is any more acceptable to 
Government and this shows how deeply 
rooted is its anti-English sentiment. As for 
‘real harmony of feeling’ and ‘pecuniary 
sacrifice’, the case is that devolution 
means subsidised self-determination, one 
in which the Scots, Welsh and Northern 
Irish get the self-determination and the 
English do the subsidising. This is now a 
widespread sentiment. A Sunday 
Telegraph ICM poll last year found that 
59% of English respondents approved of 
Scottish independence; that 68% 
favoured an English Parliament; and that 
60% thought it was unjust for Scotland to 
have a higher level of public expenditure 
per head of population than England. 
Moreover, in a recent study of the Union, 
McLean and McMillan concluded more or 
less as Dicey had predicted: that England 
would lose patience with asymmetric 
devolution. The future of the Union, they 
argued, is likely to replicate the ‘Slovak 
scenario’, a scenario that ‘would be driven 
from England’ and by an ‘English 
backlash’. 


So maybe Mr Straw is right to be anxious 
about the direction of opinion. Though | 
sympathise with his defence of the Union, 
the terms in which he poses it require 
serious reconsideration. Perhaps it is time 
to return to Dicey and, for those 
interested in the United Kingdom - but 
who have a 
genuine regard for 
England’s ‘case’ - to 
be sensitive to what 
it might tell us. 


Arthur Aughey is 
Professor of Politics at 
the University of 
Ulster. He is author of 
The Politics of 
Englishness 
Manchester University 
Press 2007. 





The 


Democrats 


English 
Parliament 


| have finally got over the extravagan- 
za that was the English Democrats 
AGM and ‘In my Heart’ conference 
held at the Leicester Hilton. It was 
organised by Midlander, David Lane, 
who did an absolutely superb job - the 
two day event ran like clockwork and 
that is entirely down to David’s sterling 
work. The effort he put in was just 
colossal. Well done David! 


What really struck me was the quality of 
the Speakers. Truly excellent. Angus 
McNeil, the SNP MP for Na h-Eileanan an 
lar turned up, had a coffee with us and 
then delivered a good speech on 
Scotland's relationship with England - 
and the ultimate certainty of our own 
Parliament. | had a lot of respect for him 
























David Lane, 
Conference Director 
checking the 
running order. 





anyway, as it was he who researched the 
case of Maundy Gregory and the sale of 
peerages in the 1920's - and reckoned he 
could get Levy and Blair for doing the 
same.... 


The fact that the whole 'Cash for Honours’ 
investigation failed to commit anyone for 
trial, | think said more about our 
Establishment and the special privileges 
its members enjoy compared to the rest of 
us, than it did regarding the quality of the 
case that was submitted to the DPP..... 


A special mention should go to Ed 
Abrams, public speaker par excellence. 
He did a speech about the J ustice for 
England march on May Ist. Earlier in the 
day, during a coffee break, Ed wandered 
over to me and asked if he thought it 
would be a good idea if at the end of his 
Speech he should shout out the march 
chant.... "What do we want? J ustice for 
England! When do we want it? NOW! 
What do we want? An English Parliament! 
When do we want it? NOW".... 


Well, it seemed like a good idea at the 
time. Pity, | had forgotten just how close 
my seat in the hall was to one of the 4 
foot high speakers. (about 2 yards away, 
actually)..... 


| met up with a few fellow patriots - J ulien 
from We are the English, David Wildgoose 
from the Campaign for an English 
Parliament, Marcus Stafford from The 
England Society, Nathan Poole from 
English Youth and a couple of speakers 
from the Steadfast charity... 


Intelligent argument was also supplied by 
Liberal Party Chair Steve Radford, Colin 
Copus, Senior Lecturer of Local Politics 
at Brum Uni’ and Derek Clark, Ukipper 
MEP. 


The word over coffee was whether there 
was going to be an election in October... 
| hoped there wasn't, | really did... The 
prospect of another 5 years of Labour, 
courtesy of the English voter, of another 
all new, bright, shiny Tory leader and of 
the LibDem Ming replacement telling us 
how different he was going to be, filled 
me with utter despair. 
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English Democrats 
AGM & ‘In My Heart’ 
Conference 


1) Party Chairman, Robin Tilbrook greets SNP MP 
The Angus McNeill prior to making his excellent speech. 
2) Christine Constable addresses conference. 
3) Lively opinion from the floor during one of the many 
Democrats debates. 
4) Andrew Constantine, Party Treasurer delivers the 
balance sheet. 
5) The ‘In My Heart’ logo. 
fingiist 6) Some of the National Council look on as Ed Abrams 
Parliament ~~ makes an impassioned speech. 
7) Vice Chair and EV Editor, Christine Constable. 
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LC l 1< it yt Sit 40 8) Robin Tilbrook, Angus McNeil and 


Mark Wallace from the ‘Better Off Out 


On D C aa ocrats | | Campaign’ discuss the English 


10) Christine presents Robin with a 
beautifully crafted mid Victorian caval- 
ry dress sword to mark the fifth year 
anniversary of his Party stewardship. 
11) Robin, with sword in hand asks if 
there are any Brownites in the house. 


. 4 Question. 
Sea ‘ti iii 9) Dave Knight, Hampshire English 
. ff Putting England First Democrats. 


,English 
Parliament 
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After an appalling start to the 

defence of their world title, including a 
0-36 thrashing at the hands of South 
Africa in the pool stage, England's 
rugby team transformed themselves 
into a unit worthy to bear the title of 
world champions. 


They did it by sheer English heart, 
passion and force of will. It may not 
have been pretty, but it made English 
hearts swell with pride. 


In the quarter-final England came up with 
pure gold to beat Australia 12-10. 

It was a 22-carat performance and if it 
was not quite déja vu it was 
uncomfortably close. 


Jonny Wilkinson's left boot delivered 12 
points, the whole of Australia 10 although, 
of course, it was more complicated than 
that. England were magnificent in defence 
and pulverising in the scrum, where man 
of the match Andrew Sheridan shredded 
the Australian front row. The match 
finished with yet another Australian 
knock-on. At the end the Aussies were on 
their knees. 


Next up were old enemies France in the 
semi-final to be held in the cauldron of 
Paris. Against a French side far better 
equipped to score tries, a team armed 
with brilliant game-breaking talents on the 
bench, "Les Rosbifs" registered the only 
try of a tourniquet-tight contest. It was the 
English substitutes who made the 
difference. 


When the mercury started to rise in the 
game's thermometer, Jonny Wilkinson 
was the man most comfortable with the 
temperature. He kicked a pearl of a 
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TRUE 


ENGLISH 


HEART 


shown by 
rugby boys 


By Nick Capp, 


Les Rosbifs Correspondent 


do to them. The South Africans tackled 
with strength without becoming 
overexcited, so they didn't concede 
unnecessary penalties. 


England managed to break through the 
Springboks line early in the second half, 
when Matthew Tait somehow wriggled 
free of Francois Steyn in midfield and 
scorched through the defence. It looked 
like he might go all the way, but he was 
devoured by two covering defenders five 
yards short of the line. England then 
worked the ball left and Jonny Wilkinson 
produced a delightful overhead flick to 
send Mark Cueto diving for the corner, the 
Springboks defence was, at last, beaten. 
Or was it ? 


Unfortunately for England the video 
referee decided that Cueto's foot had 
gone into touch before the ball grounded, 
so England's try was disallowed. 


South Africa had ridden their luck, but for 
the remaining 37 minutes of the match, 
they did not give England a glimpse of 
their try-line. England's lion-hearted 
forwards dominated the second-half battle 
and claimed enough possession to win 
two matches. But against South Africa, 
possession is not nine-tenths of the law. 


wide-angled penalty from close to the left 
touchline, thereby reducing England's 
arrears to a single point. In the first 
minute of injury time, after Worsley's 
desperate tackle had prevented Clerc 
capitalising on the cleverest of tapped 
passes, Jonny landed an equally 
important kick to put England one point 
ahead. 


England's thunder was stolen by a team 
playing the English style and playing 

it more effectively, the Springboks holding 
out to win 15-6. Congratulations to the 
new world champions. We say to our 
England team, well done boys, you have 
made England proud of you again ! 


From that moment, either the French 
would be granted a match-winning 
penaltyshot of their own, or Jonny would 
nail it by dropping one of those goals of 
his. In the 46th minute of a 49-minute 
half, Jonny beautifully struck the ball and 
it did not look like missing, even for a 
second. Wilkinson is a phenomenon, he 
was smashed by the Tricolore back- 
rowers but he somehow kept body and 
soul together to prevail when it mattered. 


The final score was a 14-9 victory, leaving 
the French trapped in a miserable 
nightmare from which they could not 
awake, Tricolore tears streaming down 
the boulevards, and sending England to 
world cup final dreamland. 


The world cup final against South Africa 
was again held in Paris, which became a 
part of England for a day. In excess of 
50,000 England supporters made the trip 
across the channel to support their boys, 
and even many Parisians were rooting for 
"Les Rosbifs". 


The England players believed they could 
win because disciplined defences such as 
England's win finals. 





The Springboks were hard, disciplined, 
unrelentingly defiant in defence and, 
in truth, they did what England wanted to 


100% Prime English Beef - England 
Captain Phil Vickery cuts a fine figure. 
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The English Democrats Midlands Area 
comprises the traditional counties of 
Herefordshire, Shropshire, Staffordshire, 
Warwickshire and Worcestershire which 
of course encompasses the area now 
known as the West Midlands. It is 4400 
Square miles in area with a population of 
about 5 million. Although our membership 
has grown by some 33% this year there is 
a vast untapped potential out there that 
we intend to exploit this coming year. We 
now have the potential to provide profes- 
sional quality audio video presentations 
and it is our intent to use these facilities to 
improve membership, attract donations 
and inform the general public of our work 
and ambition. 


| would therefore ask any club or organi- 
sation out there (50 miles of Stratford 
upon Avon) that may welcome such a 
presentation on the state of our Country 
and what we can do about it, just get in 
touch via our party web site, no fees 
involved. 








Although the level of awareness has cer- 
tainly been enhanced by the media there 
is no substitute for live feedback and dis- 
cussion. 


It is hoped to get our own Midlands web 
site fully operational in the next few 
weeks in order to update news and infor- 
mation. The national press are certainly 
leading the way in bringing the ‘English 
question’ onto the public agenda. This is 
of course fantastic news for all national- 
ists and a major boost to our campaign. 
There appears little activity at local press 
level and | wonder if this is a missed 
opportunity to get the word out locally and 
inform our population of our activities in 
their area. 


It is hoped that now that the frenzy of the 
AGM is over we can set about structuring 
the Midlands into semi autonomous 
groups that can use their superior local 
knowledge to achieve our movement's 
aims. To this end meetings are in the 
process of being organised that hopefully 
will tap into this latent energy and provide 
the necessary stimulus to progress within 
our Area. 
www.englishdemocrats.org.uk/westmidlands 





Notice of up and coming activities for 
which details are known at the time of EV 
preparation. 


Devon 
Torbay - meetings on the last Thursday 
of the month at 7.30p.m. 


For more detail contact Rick Heyse 
Phone 01803 522190 
or email phgandas@yahoo.co.uk 


Bristol 

Meeting in mid/late November 2007 

For leaflet distribution and get together 
For the above and subsequent meetings 


Contact: Mike Blundell 
Phone 0117 9620595 or email blun- 
dell_ mike@yahoo.co.uk 


Wiltshire 

The Wiltshire Branch Chairman (Harry 
Barstow) is organising a meeting Wiltshire 
members in November. 


For more information contact 
Harry Barstow 


Phone 01225 811829 or email 
hwbarstow@aol.com 
South West Area meeting — Q1 2007 


There will be a South West Area meeting 
for members on a week-end day in late 
January/February. More information will 
be circulated to SW Area members in the 
coming weeks. 
www.englishdemocrats.org.uk/southwest 
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It’s time to get active, get angry and get 
protesting! You can do that by becoming 
an active member of the Party. 
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A HAPPY 
HEATHEN YULE 


Van Kela\va mi lalsy=1] 


First it should be made clear why the 
word heathen rather than pagan is used 
here. They mean much the same but 
heathen is the English word and pagan 
the Latin. That is reason enough but extra 
weight is added by the fact pagan is used 
by tree-huggers and those who prefer to 
celebrate Irish festivals such as Imbolc, 
Beltaine, Sahain. | hate to be provocative 
but pagan is for girls and foreigners. 


Note O.E. = Old English. In O.E. p (thorn 
rune tT) and @ have the sound th as 
in thorn. 

Yule, O.E. Geola — in Old English 
Ge is pronounced like y in you. 


Every year in the period leading up to 
Christmas we are likely to hear one 
clergyman or another complain that the true 
meaning of Christmas has been lost. 
Surprisingly | agree, but not for the 

reasons they suggest. Christians have taken 
the heathen festival of Yule and tried to make 
it their own. The heathen way to celebrate 
Yule is by eating and drinking with friends and 
family and having a good time. I’m pleased to 
see that the English instinctively know that 
Yule is a heathen winter festival. Forget pres- 
ents, except for children; just eat, drink and be 
merry. 
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Before Augustine came to England and 
set about converting the various English 
kings to a foreign creed we English had 
our own creation story, our own gods, our 
own communal history, and our own laws 
and values by which we lived and 
prospered. After the conversion our 
beliefs and customs were supplanted by a 
foreign creed which cast our gods as 
devils, and those who worshipped them 
as devil worshippers. 


The conversion of the kings came about 
because the Church was able to make 
them an offer they couldn't refuse. In 
essence the deal was this, convert to 
Christianity and we will provide you with:- 
- recognition by the Church of your right 
to rule; 

- membership of a powerful alliance; 

- acentralised administration that will 
enable you to have greater control over 
those you rule. In short, join our alliance 
& strengthen your ‘right’ and ability to rule. 
Whether or not it was made clear at the 
time, the cost was a transfer to the 
Church of power and wealth (provision of 
land, money, and taxes in the form of 
labour, food and fuel) and the right to set 
about eliminating all beliefs and practises 
that competed with Christianity. 


From the assorted snippets of information 
we have about the heathen calendar and 
time-measuring we know that the heathen 
calendar was a combination of months 
measured by the moon; and days, 
seasons and years measured in whole 
and part by the sun (day and night, winter 
and summer). In such calendars the 
solstices and equinoxes are of great 
importance. 


A fortnight means fourteen nights (O.E. 
feorwertyne niht). The word ‘moon’ comes 
from O.E. mona, and ‘month’ is from O.E. 
monad, meaning the period from one 
moon to the next. Modern heathen 
English belief is that each day starts at 
daybreak - sunrise. 


The heathen calendar was based on 
observation — the end of one year or day 
and the start of a new one was indicated 
by the sun. There was no need for 
leap-year calculations or special 
knowledge; the length of the shadow from 
a fixed pole was there for all to see. 


Aeftera Geola — After Yule (January). The 
first day of AEftera Geola was midwinter 
day, which was also new year day (now 
25th December). Midwinter day began at 
the fourth sunrise after the winter solstice. 
Yule was the instant the sun rose and 
brought an end to the old year and a 
beginning to the first day of the new year. 
There followed twelve days and nights in 
which there was celebration of the 
passing of midwinter and the return of 
brightness and new life. This holiday 
(holiday from OE haligdeeg meaning holy 
day) lasted until the twelfth night of 
Aeftera Geola (now 6th January). 


It is probable that a fertility ritual involving 
ploughs took place on the first Monday 
after twelfth night — Plough Monday. 


Sol-monap, Mud Month, (February) which 
was, according to Bede, popularly known 
as "the month of cakes", a time when the 
English made offerings to the Earth 
Mother. Most ploughing would have been 
in Sol-monep when the ice had gone and 
the ground was soft enough to take the 
plough. Some sort of ritual probably took 
place — perhaps a loaf (cake) baked from 
grain set aside from the previous harvest 
was ploughed into the first furrow cut in 
each strip or field and represented the 
impregnation and fertilization of the earth. 


Hred-monap (March) Month named after 
Hred, a waelcyrie [valkyrie]; the last 
month of winter. Hred is associated with 
glory, fame, triumph, honour, particularly 
as gained in combat. Waelcyrie flew 
across battlefields collecting the souls of 


the dead; their presence was represented 
by a wind or by crows. Hred was perhaps 
associated with the winds that blow 
during Hred-monap. 


Birds start laying eggs in March and this, 
and the ancient association between eggs 
and fertility, gave rise, in this month and 
the next, to festivals connected with eggs 
(Shrove Tuesday - pancake day). 


Eostre-monap, Eostre’s Month. (April) 
Eostre (Easter) was the goddess of the 
spring equinox and also of the dawn. The 
equinox is the dawning of a new summer 
in much the same way that sunrise is the 
beginning of a new day. 


pri-milce, Three Milkings. (May) — In that 
month they milked their cattle three times 
a day. 


Ferra Lida, the month before Midsummer 
(June). The meaning of Lida is uncertain 
(might be associated with the moon) but it 
was probably the name given to either 
sunrise on the longest day — the height of 
the sun's power - or the midsummer day 
sunrise (four days later) which marked the 
sun’s retreat from brightness and growth 
and brought the onset of darkness and 
decay. Whatever the case, it is probable 
that Lida was a fire festival and that it 
involved praise of the moon. 


AEftera Lida, the month after Midsummer 
(July). 


Weod-monap, Weed Month (August) — 
because weeds grow most in that month. 


Halig-monap, Holy Month (September) — 
when offerings were made to the Earth 
Mother and Harvest Queen. Produce from 
the harvest was left at wells, springs, 
pools and other holy places at the 
equinox. 


Winterfyllep, Winter full moon. (October). 
Winter began with the first full moon in 
Winterfyllep. 


Blot-monap, the Month of Sacrifice 
(November) — this is the month for 
slaughtering cattle that cannot be 
over-wintered. As animals were 
slaughtered they were dedicated to the 
honour of the gods. 


AErra Geola, before Yule (December) Yule 
marked the death of one year and the 
birth of the next. It is associated with Ing 
and the Green 
Man, who were 
perhaps the same 
being. It is 
probable that 
twelve nights 
before midwinter 
day there was a 








fire festival which anticipated the turn of 
the year and gave praise to the sun. The 
night before midwinter sunrise was called 
Mothers’ Night (Modranect) and might 
have been a festival that honoured all 
mothers and in particular the Earth 
Mother who gave birth to a son called Ing, 
the God of Brightness who represented 
rebirth. The symbol of Ing is the boar, and 
a boar's head is traditionally served on a 
bed of greenery on Midwinter day (now 
Christmas Day). If the Night of Mothers 
was a celebration of the Earth Mother and 
her giving birth to Ing, a sky god, it would 
explain why the Church chose to 
celebrate the birth of Christ on that day 
and it would suggest that elsewhere in 
Northern Europe the people of Ice and 
Fire celebrated in a similar way. 


A Yuletide custom is 
the Yule-log, which 
is taken from a Yule- 
fire that burns on 
midwinter day and is 
extinguished and 

put to one side so 
that it can form part of the next Yule-fire. 
A similar custom is to part-burn a candle 
on midwinter day and save it to re-light 
the following year. 


Augustine set in process a chain of 
events which led to the conversion of 
powerful families but he had little to offer 
the ordinary English folk. Contrary to the 
story told by the Church, people did not 
flock to baptisms because they saw the 
light of truth. Mass baptism where the 
result of kings instructing people to attend 
them. The Church never managed to 
obtain a full and voluntary conversion; it 
was a matter of slowly and deliberately 
changing customs and re-writing history — 
something we know of today and to which 
| will return at another time. All that need 
be said now is that when all else failed it 
was made unlawful to practice heathen 
ways, and the punishments could be 
severe. 


Techniques of Persuasion 

Augustine wrote to Pope Gregory asking 
for guidance on the conversion. The 
Pope's reply suggested a strategy 
whereby the people were encouraged to 
accept change little by little; adapting the 
old customs from one generation to the 
next, so that new customs were 
introduced and heathen traditions gained 
a Christian veneer. The heathen festivals 
were given Christian connotations, but 
some festivals were so firmly linked with 
the seasons, the agricultural year and the 
Old Ways that their heathen names 
lingered on. Thanks-giving services were 
held but thanks were offered to the 
Christian god instead of the Earth Mother. 
The need to balance the Sky Father with 
the Earth Mother eventually led to the cult 








of the Virgin Mary. 
The policy of 
adapting and 
modifying what 
already existed 
was Clearly set out 
in a letter from 
Pope Gregory to 
Abbot Mellitus in 
601. In it he asked Mellitus to inform 
Augustine that, after giving careful 
thought to the affairs of the English, it had 
been decided that on no account were the 
temples of the idols to be destroyed: 


"The idols are to be destroyed but the 
temples themselves are to be sprinkled 
with holy water and altars set up in them, 
and relics placed there. If the temples are 
well-built, they must be purified from 
devil-worship and dedicated to the service 
of the true God. In this way, it is to be 
hoped, the people, seeing that their 
temples have not been destroyed, will 
abandon their idolatry and continue to go 
to those places and come to know and 
revere the true God. And since it is their 
custom to sacrifice many oxen to the 
demons, let some other rite be substituted 
in its place such as a day of Dedications 
or the festivals of the holy martyrs whose 
relics are enshrined there. On such high 
days they might well build shelters of 
timber for themselves around the 
churches that were once temples and 
celebrate the occasion with devout 
feasting. They are no longer to sacrifice 
animals to the Devil, but they may kill 
them for food to the glory of God and give 
thanks to the Giver for the plenty they 
enjoy... They are to offer the same 
animals as before but instead of offering 
them to idols they are to offer them to 
God, so that they should no longer be 
offering the same sacrifice." 


t Despite the Church 


doing its best to bury 
heathen beliefs and 
practices we have 
information about 
them from laws which 
forbade such prac- 
tices, and we have documents such as 
the letter from Pope Gregory, which indi- 
cates that the whole community came 
together in the temple enclosure on feast 
days to make sacrifices and to make 
merry. Evidence from Sweden supports 
the view that heathen temples probably 
had within their enclosure a tree or wood- 
en pillar, and a spring, or well, or pool of 
water. Many churches, certainly the older 
ones, were built on the sites of heathen 
temples and that would explain the asso- 
ciation between ancient 
churchyards and yew trees, a holy tree of 
the heathen English. 

We shall return 
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Whal’s my 
name, punk? 


Perhaps the English should 
take some inspiration from 
THE sportsman of the 
twentieth century - do what he 
has done, and cast off our 
slave name forever also - 
whether Gordon Brown Iikes it 
or not... 

by Steve Garrett 


In the 1960's, the world of boxing - 
indeed, the world of sport was turned 
upon its head. After years of fixed-fight 
mediocrity and mob involvement, 
Cassius Clay, Rome's Olympic 
Heavyweight Champion decided to turn 
professional. The rest, as they say, is 
history. Clay was simply brilliant, as 
one-by-one, he pulverised all before 
him. He beat the then current incum- 
bent, Sonny Liston to claim the heavy- 
weight title - then settled into a regular 


— schedule of beating all-comers, all of 
the time. Soon after he became world 


champion, he became a muslim and 


changed his name to Muhammad All. 


And that was the problem. Ali's first 


title defence after his conversion to 


Islam was against a plodding journey- 


man boxer called Ernie Terrell. 
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Terrell had two hopes of victory. No hope 
and Bob Hope, so he and his team 
engineered a fantastically clever pre-fight 
strategy of attempting to undermine Ali's 
uber confidence by constantly referring to 
his soon-to-be opponent as 'Cassius Clay’ 
- aname which Ali regarded as his 'slave 
name’. So before the fight, every press 
conference, interview and article Terrell 
could get was liberally sprinkled with 
‘Cassius Clay slave-name baiting’. 


Ali was steaming. He was incandescent 
with anger and vowed to ram Terrell's 
disrespect down his throat. The fight night 
duly arrived, and as the two boxers faced 
up to each other in the middle of the ring, 
Ali screamed right into Terrell's face, 
"What's my name, punk?".... And so it 
continued, after every single withering 
punch from Ali came the very same 
refrain - "What's my name, punk?" - the 
carnage only stopped with the bell that 
sounded the end of the fight. Terrell had 
lasted the 15 rounds - but at what price? 
Terrell ended the fight a bloody pulp - Ali 
was hardly marked... 


Terrell's disrespect came back to bite him. 
His refusal to refer to Ali by his rightful 
name did little else but stack up a whole 
heap of resentment - and of course, he 
paid dearly for his insolence ... | wonder if 
Gordon Brown is aware of that fight, for 
his strategy differs little from Terrell's 
when talking about all matters English. 


Brown's insolence is to refer to England 
as ‘the Country' and variants of it... And 
when 'the Country’ is not deemed 
suitable, he reverts to his John Bullage 
ident - ‘Britain’ is the description of choice 
on all English-only matters. In effect, 
‘Britain’ is England's default description 
and our name of convenience. ‘Britain’ is 
England's designated slave name. 


Brown's recent speech on education - 
English education was a landmark in 
obfuscation and disrespect. In the 
speech, Brown mentioned ‘Britain’, 
nearly 20 times, and ‘Our Country’, 'The 
Country' and 'This Country' 6 times. He 
even threw ‘Scotland’ in, just for good 
measure. Predictably, 'England' the place 
which was to ‘benefit’ from Brown's 
educational tub thumping was off-limits, 
ignored... not mentioned even once. In 
early November, the Queen's speech 
rolled out Bill after Bill on housing, plan- 
ning, transport and education. By 
definition, those Bills - nearly 80% of the 
full legislative programme only affect 
England - but true to form, the 'E' word 
was completely red-lined out of existence. 


Brown's strategy is clear - at all times he 
emphasises his - and our ‘Britishness’. 
For example, it is politically expedient of 
him to announce that 3 million houses are 
going to be built across "the whole 


country" - when in actuality, he means 
that England's green fields will be . 
transformed into huge new housing ‘— : THANKS & APPRECIATION 
estates. Similarly, the siting of the next ra 4 

generation of Nuclear Power Stations will 
see all of them, without exception, built in 
England. The nationalist politicians in 
both Wales and Scotland will simply not 
tolerate any more nuclear installations on 
their soil. In both cases, Brown will sell us 
the 'bad medicine’ with a British brand. 
He will attempt to appeal to our collective 
UK responsibility whilst all along knowing 
that England will be the only country in 
which these projects will be built. And just 
to make sure all local protests are made 
irrelevant, Brown is bringing in an 
English-only new planning law to 
‘streamline’ controversial decisions.... but 
again, it will be sold as ‘default British’. 
The only time Brown acknowledges 
England is when a major football 
tournament comes along - and England 
have qualified, then, for two weeks, he 


We would like to offer our sincere and heartfelt thanks and appreciation to all those 
members that have worked so hard this year. 


We thank all those who have stood as candidates since May and for their efforts for 
which we are indebted. We would like to thank Dave Lane and Susan for all their 
organising of the EDP Conference which was a monumental task and 

was such a great success, our hats go off to you - Thanks. Thanks also to Fred and 
Jasmin for all their efforts in the run up to the conference and to Steve Uncles and 
his wife Louise who provided fantastic support and organisational skills to the 
conference event. Thanks is also given to Dave Knight who was also a winner of the 
- the Harold Green Award for his efforts in developing the Portsmouth Branch and his 
selfless contributions to the party. 


Thanks are also needed for a large number of tirelessly active members who have 
been busy writing, leafletting and generally not letting the issues we care about lie 
still. Special mentions for Eleanor Justice, David Rand, Mike Tibby, Della and team, 
Andrew Constantine and the whole London elects Team. Special thanks also to 
Brian Lee for assisting with the further development of the party structure, Sean 
becomes our very own Uncle Tom Varns for progressing the Young English Democrats. Thanks also to Pat Harris, who 
Englishman - pale on the outside, and was winner of the Paul Adams Award 2007 for his efforts standing as a candidate, 
tartan to the core inside. and John Griffiths winner of the John Fitzpatrick Award for his efforts on behalf of the 
England and the party. 


Other thanks to Dr Colin Copus who has agreed to assist us with the launch of the 
Centre for Policy Studies in 2008 and to Martin Thompson and Steve Wyatt for 
preparing their conference counter proposals and the professional manner of their 
presentations. Thanks once again to Lynn and Steve Garrett for their first class 
typesetting work and assistance with party graphics which are always fantastic. 
Special thanks to Ken and his work with the database. 


The National Council Wishes all our Members and Supporters a safe and Happy 
Christmas and a busy New Year as we come even closer to our goal of 

fairness and democracy for the people of England. 

With grateful thanks - The National Council of the English Democrats. 


PUBLISHING STATEMENT 


The English Voice is published by English Voice Media Limited. 


It is produced primarily for members of the English Democrats Party and is subsidised by the 
English Democrats and by private donors to the English Cause. The production is also avail- 
able by subscription to other organisations and individuals who would like to receive it ona 
regular basis. The English Voice is currently published three times per year in March, July and 
November. Copies are available at £1.00 per edition and can be obtained by enclosing two 
pounds (to cover packaging and dispatch) and by writing to: 
English Voice Magazine, PO Box 1066, Norwich NR14 6ZJ. 


Gordon! What’s 
od? name, pank ?. 





(BIG CLUE - It begins with ‘E’) 


The Editorial Team of the English Voice are a private limited company. 


| don't know about you, but | really have The views expressed in the English Voice are not necessarily the views of the English 
had enough of it. Now is the time - the Democrats but of the author themselves. No assumption should be made that the English 
time to throw off our slave name of Democrats in any way endorse opinions carried in this publication. The English Voice aims to 
‘Britain’ and insist - absolutely insist to provide a fair, accurate and balanced view of English issues. Views from all political parties and 


all ignorant politicians and scheming commentators are invited to submit articles and readers are also encouraged to submit letters 
media hacks everywhere that our name is to the Editor, all should be directed to the 1066 address above. 


England. So when you next hear or read 


mabe elaine nae yet agai Des The Editor in Chief is : Christine Constable 
rebranded as Britain, take a leaf out of Managing Editor is: Steve Garrett 


Muhammad Ali's book and shout "What's Regular advertisers are invited to contact: tanglewood4@supanet.com 


The EV team would like to wish 
@ you all a Happy Christmas and 
“Sul a very English new year. 





You can also register your displeasure online - 
Why not sign the petition to make Gordon 
Brown say the word 'England' when talking 
about England? You can sign it here - 
http://petitions.pm.gov.uk/sayEngland/ 
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Many members imagine that with all 
this talk about the West Lothian 
Question the EDP should be in the 
news daily? You need to understand 
that we do not have a free press in this 
country. The press Is largely owned 
by a handful of organizations. The 
BBC manages most news channels in 
radio and terrestrial TV as well as a 
growing digital presence. 


They have no interest in promoting 
English issues, as they are mandated 
only to report on "Britain" and England or 
anything to do with her culturally, 
politically or psychologically is not to be 
found in the lexicon of the BBC. Murdoch 
and Co own Sky, the Times and the Sun 
Newspapers - a powerful pro Labour trio 
whose editorial team rarely take any 
story to do with the English Democrats, 
unless of course it is detrimental to the 
English Cause! The Telegraph is virulently 
pro British, now owned by the Scottish 
secretive Barclay Brothers, this organ 
although having some sympathy with our 
position is essentially a Conservative 
Newspaper, so there will be limited 
support we will hear from them. 


In a recent Poll (Reporters without 
Borders) the UK came 24th out of 169 
countries in terms of press freedom. We 
came behind Estonia (3) Portugal (8) 
Trinidad & Tobago (19) Costa Rica (21) . 
It is worth noting that Namibia came 25th! 
Despite the significant weight against us, 
we have our members who are effective 
in writing letters to the regional press 
which has been more successful and by 
standing in elections we have managed 
to disseminate many thousands of leaflets 
through people’s doors, so they can see 
first hand the deception the main three 
parties continue to perpetrate on the 
people of England. 


The Internet has been extremely useful in 
allowing us to get our message out. Last 
month the Justice for England Campaign 
linked to the EDP had one of the most 
viewed videos you can see this at: 
http://www. youtube.com/watch?v=OLEKT 
D8ECil 


on the BBC 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/mediaselector/check 
/player/nol/newsid_6260000/newsid_6265 
800? redi- 
rect=6265897.stm&news=1 &nbwm=1 &nbr 
am=1&bbram=1&bbwm=1 
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on Doughty Street 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=d5 
66848c83ee/74fa70d90a6aad6d09c9 


Despite all the impediments to getting our 
voice out the EDP has had a successful 
few weeks. The England Programme 
hosted by EDP Vice Chairman Christine 
Constable has completed a season’s 
programmes, we now have contemporary 
interviews on subjects the English are 
passionate about. They can be viewed 
on the Internet at 18 Doughty Street with 
the following links: 


(University 
Westminster) England & China the future 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=13 
df5371b14edae722a877f2d9341348 


(Ulster) England & Ireland 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=2b 
9e321bc59c0f0b2da6e6e55d295d0b 


(Singer & Activist) in Conversation 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=eb 
93849200baa571d198429217a3c046 


In Conversation with 
- EDP Chairman 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=78 
4b5002ccc131359530d054e5d7daech 
(Birmingham University) 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=5f1 
6ac679c61eb3c3f8t993249cb6c8ft 


- J J Fra J 
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Director of the English Music Festival 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=81 
cfcd06dcad85886946a2b/7e29a891a 


- Adam Smith Institute 
supporting an English Parliament 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=8f4 
48c6f4b736b4ae6e7/ 7867e08b88a7 


on Benny Hill 
http://doughty.gdbtv.com/player.php?h=88 
d204d3f7750b23aab33a6a6053bc9b 


We have had a number of mentions in the 
newspapers - Ed Abrams appearing 
recently and a number of other members 
have managed to have their views 

aired on local television. 


We will be restructuring our publicity 
efforts into 2008 and we hope that 
following our request for support this 
Autumn we might be in a position to 
engage the services of professional public 
relations assistance. 





Report gathered by Christine Constable. 
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Many slogans available 


*lf you're proud and English SHOW IT! 


“English by the grace of God 


*Follow St. George to freedom 
- profits to EDP 


stamps - £5 each + £2 p&p 


Send SAE for order form and designs 


Tony Baggett, 53 Barry Avenue, Bicester, 
Oxfordshire, ENGLAND. OX26 2EA 
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Patriotic English Rubber Stamps 
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